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Mileage From CO, Info 


The April 3 article in THE NEw AMERICAN 
entitled “Coalitions for and Against CO,” 
was enlightening, but I had difficulty in 
relating the significance of the figures to 
those to whom I spoke until I made a com- 
parison. Understanding the significance, or 
maybe better stated, the insignificance of 
man-made CO, levels is difficult to visual- 
ize using the article’s numbers, but if you 
equated the Earth’s atmosphere with a 100- 
mile journey, the first 78 miles would be 
nitrogen, the second leg would be 21 miles 
of oxygen, and the third leg would be a little 
over a half mile of argon. All of the other 
gases would be in the last four-tenths of a 
mile, or about 2,100 feet, most of it being 
CO,. Of that final leg, the CO, emitted from 
man-made sources would be seen in the last 
68 feet. The Earth’s atmosphere is one of 
the most complex systems known to man, 
and increasingly scientists are admitting 
that we really don’t understand the signifi- 
cance of CO, effects on climate. However, 
this has not slowed the liberal/progressive 
agenda. It is typical of what that political 
establishment is seeking to do: make moun- 
tains out of molehills. 
Bos LAGASSE 
Sent via e-mail 


Hate, Hoaxes, 
and Pro-lifers 


I read the excellent “Last Word” editorial 
in the May 22, 2017 issue of THE NEw 
AMERICAN entitled “Stop the ‘Hate’ Hoax 
Profiteers.” I was a little disappointed 
that you did not mention all the fake and 
hoax threats and provocations and ac- 
cusations and exaggerations of violence 
against the pro-life cause and pro-life 
people. The pro-aborts even got the state 
of California to set up a special pro-life- 
violence-monitoring program, with annual 
reports! 

However, abundant evidence shows 
the exact opposite: The pro-abortion peo- 
ple are the violent ones, as documented 
in a report entitled “Pro-Abortion Vio- 
lence” and a special website by Human 
Life International. The website includes 
hoaxes and false accusations against pro- 
life organizations and persons. 

One of the most incredible cases in- 
volved Frank Mendiola, who issued 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


many “pro-life” bomb threats in Califor- 
nia, though he was pro-abortion, which 
prompted a huge police investigation to 
ferret out and fully prosecute the evil 
pro-lifers! 

When the truth was discovered that 
Frank Mendiola was a hoax, there were 
few apologies, and the news media 
dropped the case. Radical feminists con- 
tinued to support Frank Mendiola! 

LAURETTE ELSBERRY 
Sacramento, California 


“Creatures” of 
the Left and Right 


Regarding whether Trump is allowing 
swamp creatures into his presidency, what 
is becoming clear to those of us who elect- 
ed Trump is the subversive, anti-Ameri- 
can, left-wing, globalist socialists who 
want to open up this country to abusive 
foreign invaders and allow those invad- 
ers to take full advantage of Americans 
by overwhelming our social benefits and 
resources, which will shortly break that 
same system, plunging this nation into so- 
cial crisis and putting the next wave of so- 
cialist elites in charge. For those of us with 
our love of freedom and independence, it 
will be a sink-or-swim type of scenario 
where we either have to join the masses 
or resist the new socialist big government. 
There is definitely a movement afoot 
to destroy the Trump administration. This 
includes Democrats and Republicans who 
hold our country in contempt. The rich po- 
litical elites hate Trump and the Americans 
who voted him into office. Where will all 
this lead? Who knows? Real Republicans 
will never have a better situation than now, 
but they still cannot muster up enough guts 
to go against the left-wing nut-job Demo- 
crats and socialist Republicans. Lindsey 
Graham, John McCain, and Paul Ryan 
should be ashamed for calling themselves 
Republicans. They are just like Pelosi and 
Schumer. They all stink. 
MIKE McCDANIEL 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 


Americans Growing More Liberal, Gallup Survey Finds 


Americans are becoming more liberal in their moral values, if 
the latest Gallup “Values and Beliefs” survey, released May 11, 
is accurate. According to the polling of a little over 1,000 adults 
across the United States, the views Americans hold on a core of 
moral issues “are the most left-leaning or permissive they have 
been to date,” the report stated. 

Among the findings: Ninety-one percent of those surveyed 
consider birth control to be morally acceptable; 73 percent think 
divorce is okay, compared to 59 percent of respondents in 2001, 
when Gallup’s “Values and Beliefs” survey was first conducted; 
69 percent were in favor of sex between an unmarried man 
and woman, versus 53 percent in 2001; 63 percent approved 


of same-sex relationships, versus 40 percent in 2001; and 62 
percent approved of having a child outside of wedlock, versus 
45 percent in 2001. 

As for abortion, attitudes appear to be more or less the same 
as they were in 2001: 43 percent approve of abortion on demand 
in America today, compared to 42 percent 16 years ago. On a 
positive note, the Gallup poll found that 49 percent of Americans 
disapprove of abortion. 

As for the future, the researchers predicted that “U.S. opinions 
will continue on this path, as younger, more liberal generations 
replace older, more conservative ones in the U.S. population.” 

A 2016 survey by the Southern Baptist Convention’s Lifeway 
Research showed that 81 percent of Americans are concerned 
about declining moral behavior in their country. A total of 46 
percent of respondents said that they “strongly agree” with the 
statement “I am concerned about declining moral behavior in our 
nation,” with only six percent saying they “strongly disagree” and 
another 13 percent saying they “disagree.” 

Lifeway Research Executive Director Scott McConnell said 
the survey suggests that “we are shifting very fast from a world 
where right and wrong didn’t change to a world where right and 
wrong are relative. We are not all on the same page when it comes 
to morality. And we haven’t reckoned with what that means.” 


NSA Routinely Violates Rules Protecting Privacy of Americans 


When Americans living stateside have their data vacuumed up by 
the NSA’s various and sundry surveillance programs, that infor- 
mation is stored in what is known as the Section 702 database, 
referring to Section 702 of the 2008 Amendment Act of the 1978 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA). It is only supposed 
to be accessible under very specific conditions. 

There are at least two major problems with data collection under 
Section 702. The first is that the NSA gets to interpret its own 
tules. As a result of that, the agency has historically interpreted the 
prohibition against targeting Americans to mean that as long as 
51 percent of the data collection is foreign, the 49 percent of data 
that is domestic is fair game. The second problem — as mentioned 
above — is that the NSA and other agencies routinely access the 
domestic data, even when the rules forbid that access. 

As Circa reported May 24, newly declassified documents re- 
veal a pattern of violating the privacy of American citizens: “The 
National Security Agency under former President Barack Obama 
routinely violated American privacy protections while scouring 
through overseas intercepts and failed to disclose the extent of the 
problems until the final days before Donald Trump was elected 
president last fall, according to once top-secret documents that 
chronicle some of the most serious constitutional abuses to date 
by the U.S. intelligence community.” 

The Obama administration revealed the violations to the FISA 
court on October 26. That self-disclosure was just before the elec- 
tion and was likely intended to appear to be above-board before 
the next president took office. 


The FISA court, which customarily rubber-stamps the actions 
of the surveillance state, was more stringent this time. In a recent- 
ly unsealed court document dated April 26, 2017, the court cen- 
sured the administration for not revealing the violations sooner, 
calling that lack of disclosure an “institutional lack of candor.” 
The court document also said that the improper searches were a 
“very serious Fourth Amendment issue.” 

This most recent revelation confirms that the surveillance hawks 
cannot be trusted to keep even the rules they set for themselves. 


U of Chicago Students Issue Racially Charged Demands to Officials 


A coalition of multicultural student groups known as “UChicago 
United” presented a list of demands to the University of Chicago 
on May 19 that the group claims will “serve as the launch of a 
long-term campaign fight for marginalized students.” 

The coalition contends that the campus climate in general “fails 
to adequately support students of marginalized backgrounds and 
identities.” To address these concerns, members of UChicago Unit- 
ed presented their demands at a campus rally on May 19. Approxi- 
mately 40 students were in attendance. The rally featured speakers 
from numerous organizations, including Movimiento Estudiantil 
Chicanx de Aztlan (MEChA) de UChicago, the Organization of 
Black Students (OBS), PanAsia Solidarity Coalition (PanAsia), 
Muslim Students Association (MSA), Arab Students Association 
(ASA), African Caribbean Students Association (ACSA), and the 
Organization of Latin American Students (OLAS). 

Among the demands is a set of “university-funded and run cul- 
tural houses, specifically a Black House, a Latinx [pronounced La- 
teen-ex; the new gender-neutral alternative to Latino/Latina] House, 
and an Asian House.” The list also demands that the school’s core 
curriculum include “a new ‘Diversity and Inclusion’ graduation 
requirement” that would be “primarily focused on any US-centric 
structural oppression, such as race, gender, and sexuality.” 

The list demands an increase in the “recruitment and admis- 
sion” of “undocumented Latinx students,” as well as “full finan- 
cial, legal, and mental health resources” for such students. The 
students also demand the establishment of a “Race and Ethnic 


Studies Department,” a “Black Studies Academic Department,” 
an “African Studies Department,” a “Caribbean Studies Depart- 
ment,” an “Asian American Studies Program,” a “Center for Af- 
rican and Caribbean Studies,” and a “Latinx Affairs Office,” all 
of which would exist independently while still receiving funding 
from the university. 

The coalition demands that the school take money from other 
organizations that are deemed discriminatory, presumably to fund 
the demanded initiatives. Sadly, university officials are often all too 
happy to acknowledge and affirm student temper tantrums such as 
this one, and another campus falls prey to the snowflake agenda. 


We Demand - UChicago United Campaign 
19 Launeh 


Illegal-alien Arrests Up Nearly 40 Percent Under Trump 


Statistics released by Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
(ICE) on May 17 indicated that during the 100 days since Presi- 
dent Trump signed multiple executive orders regarding immigra- 
tion enforcement priorities, ICE agents have arrested more than 
41,000 individuals who are either known or suspected of being in 
the country illegally. This represents an increase of 37.6 percent 
over the same period in 2016. 

The ICE statement noted that nearly 75 percent of those ar- 
rested during this period in 2017 are convicted criminals, with 
offenses ranging from homicide and assault to sexual abuse and 
drug-related charges. The arrest of aliens at-large in the com- 
munity increased by more than 50 percent, from 8,381 last year 
to 12,766 arrests this year during the same period. Furthermore, 
the arrest of convicted criminal aliens climbed nearly 20 percent, 
from 25,786 last year to 30,473 this year. 

We reported in January that during a ceremony at the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security on January 25 honoring DHS’s newly 
confirmed secretary, retired General John Kelly, President Trump 
signed an executive order to begin construction of a wall on the 
U.S. border with Mexico and to improve immigration enforcement. 
This increased enforcement includes ending the “catch and release” 
policy practiced by the Obama administration. Under “catch and re- 
lease,” illegal border crossers were issued a “notice to appear” and 
released, instead of being detained and processed for deportation. 


Acting ICE director Thomas Homan attributed the drop to a 
decline in arrests on the U.S.-Mexico border, where deportations 
of illegal border crossers are usually processed quickly, as well as 
a lengthy backlog in U.S. immigration courts that issue deporta- 
tion orders. 

Although the Trump administration has prioritized the appre- 
hension and deportation of illegal aliens with criminal records, 
in the course of their enforcement activities, ICE agents arrest 
illegals whose only crime is entering the country illegally. Since 
illegal entry is a violation of our laws, these people are being pro- 
cessed for deportation in greater numbers than they were under 
the Obama administration, which often failed to enforce immi- 
gration law violations. 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


Harvard Study Confirms Media Bias Against Trump 


ccording to a study by 
Thomas Patterson, Har- 
vard’s Bradlee professor 


of government and the press, en- 
titled “News Coverage of Don- 
ald Trump’s First 100 Days,” 
President Trump was the topic of 
more than 40 percent of all news 
stories during his first 100 days 
(three times the amount of press 
coverage received by previous 
presidents). The coverage he re- 
ceived “set ... a new standard for 
unfavorable press coverage of a 
president.” 

The 19-page study, conducted 
under the auspices of the Har- 
vard Kennedy School’s Shoren- 
stein Center on Media, Politics 
and Public Policy, was released 
to the public on May 18 and 
demonstrated conclusively that 
the mainstream media’s “fix” is 
in to portray the 45th president 
of the United States in the worst possible light. Initially the main- 
stream media (MSM) was delighted to let Donald Trump take 
most of the headlines during his campaign for the Republican 
Party’s nominee. Wrote Patterson: “When he announced his pres- 
idential candidacy, journalists embraced him, and he returned the 
favor. Trump received far more coverage, and far more positive 
coverage, than did his Republican rivals.” 

But following his nomination, and as his chances improved 
that he might actually win the presidency over the media’s fa- 
vored candidate, the media changed its tone dramatically: “Only 
after he had secured the Republican nomination did the press 
sharpen its scrutiny and, as his news coverage turned negative, 
Trump turned on the press.” 

Trump specifically named six of the seven primary sources the 
Shorenstein study analyzed for bias: the New York Times, Wall 
Street Journal, Washington Post, CBS Evening News, CNN’s The 
Situation Room, and NBC Nightly News. The study also included 
Fox’s Special Report and three European news outlets: the Finan- 
cial Times, the BBC, and ARD, Germany’s oldest public service 
broadcaster. 

Initially Trump was “a journalist’s dream” wrote Patterson, 
adding that “reporters are tuned to what’s new and different, bet- 
ter yet if it’s laced with controversy. Trump delivers that type of 
material by the shovel full. Trump was also good for business. 
News ratings were slumping until Trump entered the arena.” 

Patterson stepped his way through the analysis, noting that 
“negative news reports outpaced positive ones by 80 percent to 
20 percent.... Inno week did the coverage drop below 70 percent 
negative and it reached 90 percent negative at its peak.” 

He noted that coverage by CNN and NBC “was the most un- 
relenting — negative stories about Trump outpaced positive ones 


by 13-to-1 on the two networks. Trump’s coverage on CBS also 
exceeded the 90 percent marker. Trump’s coverage exceeded the 
80 percent level in the New York Times (87 percent negative) and 
Washington Post (83 percent negative). The Wall Street Journal 
came in below that level (70 percent negative), a difference large- 
ly attributable to the Journals more frequent and more favorable 
economic coverage.” 

The MSM’s coverage during Trump’s first 100 days “was not 
merely negative in overall terms,” wrote Patterson, “[but] it was 
unfavorable in every dimension. There was not a single major 
topic where Trump’s coverage was more positive than negative.” 

Some topics, such as Trump’s immigration policies, generated 
negative to positive ratios that exceeded 30 to 1. Coverage on 
healthcare reform and Russia’s alleged involvement were 87-per- 
cent negative, while MSM coverage of Trump’s appointees, his 
personal background, his foreign policy, and national defense po- 
sitions “were at least 80 percent negative,” said Patterson. 

It was all of a pattern, concluded Patterson: “When Trump’s 
category-by-category coverage was examined for each of the 
seven U.S. news outlets in our study, a consistent pattern emerged. 
The sources of Trump’s most and least negative coverage were 
similar for every outlet, except for Fox News.” 

Patterson noted that “the media’s credibility is at a low ebb [be- 
cause of] a belief that journalists are biased.” There’s no longer 
any need to speculate about the media’s deliberate determination 
to destroy the Trump administration with their biased reporting, 
if they can. As Patterson was closing his analysis, he noted that 
the battle will continue for as long as Trump is in office: “The 
news media gave Trump a boost when he entered presidential 
politics. But a head-on collision at some point was inevitable. It’s 
happened, it isn’t pretty, and it isn’t over.” Hf 
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She Trashes Her Nemesis for What She Explicitly Advocated 
“Tt is what authoritarian regimes throughout history have done. They at- 
tempt to control reality — not just our laws and rights and budgets, but 
our thoughts and beliefs.” 

During her May 26 commencement address at Wellesley College, Hillary 
Clinton avoided naming Donald Trump but accused him of wanting to 


control the peoples “thoughts and beliefs.” In 2015 at the United Na- ; 3 

; : ; aor ‘a Hillary © 
tions, when speaking about the American people, she insisted, “Deep- Clinton : E 
seated cultural codes, religious beliefs and structural biases have tobe & FIM < 


changed.” 


Debt Burden Spurs Some Puerto Ricans to Advocate Statehood 

“Treasure your American citizenship. Guarantee it. Vote for statehood.” 

So read signs posted around San Juan. While Puerto Rico struggles to deal with enormous indebted- 

ness, the islanders are split three ways. Some are calling for statehood. Some want independence. And 

some want mainland Americans to pay off the huge debt. Voters will be asked to choose one of these 
alternatives in a non-binding referendum on June 11. 


Cabinet Official Creates a Stir With Comments About Poverty 

“T think poverty to a large extent is also a state of mind. You take somebody 
who has the right mind-set, you can take everything from them and put them 
on the street, and I guarantee in a little while they’ll be right back up there. 
You take somebody with the wrong mind-set, you can give them everything 
in the world — they’ Il work their way right back down to the bottom.” 
Department of Housing and Urban Development Secretary Ben Carson 
caused a bit of an uproar with these comments he made during a radio 
interview. 


Ben 
Carson 
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, Senate GOP Leader Names His Choice for New FBI Director 

“T have spoken with the president about it. I recommend Merrick Garland. He has a deep background 
in criminal law. He was the prosecutor in the Oklahoma City bombing case.” 

Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell is the individual most responsible for keeping Judge Garland 
from getting Senate consideration for the Supreme Court opening, but now he is singing a different tune. 


Opponent Critical of Trump Plan to Alter NAFTA 

“Modest tweaks are not going to stop NAFTA’s ongoing damage, much less deliver on Trump’s promises. 
[To make major changes in NAFTA] is as appealing to Republicans in Congress as eating ground glass.” 
The director of Public Citizen's Global Trade Watch, Lori Wallach fears that the changes planned 
by the Trump administration will amount to creating a trade pact that will resemble the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership that Trump scrapped. 


President Trump Tells NATO Members to Pay What They Owe 
“This is not fair to the people and taxpayers of the United States. Many of these [NATO] nations owe 
massive amounts of money from past years.” 

Speaking at NATO headquarters in Brussels, President Donald Trump told all of the alliance 5 leaders that 
the United States would not continue to bear the financial burden of the alli- 
ance while several member nations avoid paying their fair share of the costs. 


Remembering Roger Ailes for His Outspokenness 

“T’ve had a broad life experience that doesn’t translate into going to the 

Columbia Journalism School. That makes me a lot better journalist than 
some guys who had to listen to some pathetic professor who has been 
on the public dole all his life and really doesn’t like this country much.” 

Speaking his mind before he passed away on May 10 was characteristic of 
Roger Ailes, who built Fox News into an industry leader before scandal 
forced him out of that post. @ 
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— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


CONSTITUTION 


JUDICIAL ACTIVISM 


If all of the legislative power granted by the Constitution belongs to Congress, then it is 
simple logic that none belongs to the judiciary. So let’s rein in outlaw judges. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


s President Trump’s executive 
order suspending the highly con- 
troversial (and highly dangerous) 


refugee program continues to work its 
way through the labyrinth of federal courts 
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from one coast to the other, the question 
at the forefront of nearly every conversa- 
tion about the subject is, “Is the executive 
order constitutional?” There is a principle, 
though, that says if you start by asking the 
wrong question, you are bound to end up 
with the wrong answer. The rea/ question 


that needs to be answered before it affects 
this and other issues (as it has been doing 
for over 200 years) is, “Do federal courts 
(in general) and the Supreme Court (in spe- 
cific) have the sole authority to interpret the 
Constitution and decide what is and is not 
constitutional?” 
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Case in point: ObamaCare. By over- 
looking the fundamental question and al- 
lowing the erroneous assumption that the 
Supreme Court is the final arbiter of what 
the Constitution means, the American peo- 
ple wound up with the wrong answer: that 
the misnamed and deliberately misguided 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
is constitutional. It is important to remem- 
ber that the federal courts — Supreme and 
inferior — are part of the federal govern- 
ment; to accept the idea that they alone 
have the authority to interpret the Consti- 
tution is to allow the federal government 
of the United States unilateral authority to 
decide the boundaries of its own authority. 
Nothing could be further from the mind of 
the Founding Fathers, as we will see from 
their own writings later in this article. 

The misbegotten notion that the Su- 
preme Court — and by extension the 
inferior federal courts — has the unques- 
tionable authority to interpret the Consti- 
tution (and thereby decide what is and is 
not constitutional) does not come from 
the Constitution itself, but from a deci- 
sion made by — you guessed it — the 
Supreme Court. This gift from the court 
to itself dates back to the early days of the 
Republic. In 1803, while deciding the case 
Marbury v. Madison, the Supreme Court 
did not limit itself to deciding merely the 
case before it, but also whether or not the 
law in the case — Sec. 13 of the Judiciary 
Act of 1789 — was constitutional. 

While the court’s decision in Marbury 
marked the beginning of the federal judi- 
ciary as the final arbiter of what is and is not 
constitutional, President Thomas Jefferson 
disagreed with the court laying claim to that 
power. Jefferson wrote to Chief Justice John 
Marshall, “You seem to consider the judges 
as the ultimate arbiters of all constitutional 
questions; a very dangerous doctrine in- 
deed, and one which would place us under 
the despotism of an oligarchy.” Jefferson 
went on to write that since judges are “not 
responsible, as the other functionaries are, 
to the elective control” and have “the same 
passions for party, for power, and the privi- 
lege” as other men, “The Constitution has 
erected no such single tribunal, knowing 
that to whatever hands confided, with the 
corruptions of time and party, its members 
would become despots.” 

That Jefferson’s predictions have come 
true is a revelation to no one who pays 
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The misbegotten notion that the Supreme Court 
has the unquestionable authority to interpret the 


Constitution (and thereby decide what is and is not 
constitutional) does not come from the Constitution 
itself, but from a decision made by — you guessed it 


— the Supreme Court. 


attention. Given the propensity of federal 
judges to interpose their own agendas 
rather than apply the clear language of 
some laws — and the fact that those inter- 
positions almost invariably lead to greater 
restrictions on the God-given liberties of 
American citizens — perhaps “despots” is 
the best word to describe them. 

Coupled with — and growing out of — 
the error of allowing the federal judiciary 
to act as the final word on the meaning 
and application of the Constitution are the 
twin evils of case law and judicial activ- 
ism. When a court makes a decision based 
on case law instead of the actual law as 
it is written, laws become pliable and are 
bent to the will of those shaping them. The 
result is that — in essence — the actual 
law is replaced by the most recent inter- 
pretation, which is in turn based on the 
previous interpretation. That this is the 


— 


il 


Others are out: The Sup 


reme Court claims to be the final arbiter of both the meaning and application 


antithesis of what the Founding Fathers 
intended is obvious from Article I, Sec. 
1: “All legislative Powers herein granted 
shall be vested in a Congress of the United 
States, which shall consist of a Senate and 
House of Representatives.” 

If all of the legislative power granted by 
the Constitution belongs to Congress, then 
it is simple logic — and even simpler math 
— that none belongs to the judiciary. But 
by taking the power unto itself to be the 
sole decider of the meaning of the Constitu- 
tion and then basing decisions on the prec- 
edent set by previous decisions, the federal 
judiciary has become the Great Lawgiver. 

This cycle lends itself to its evil twin: 
judicial activism. In fulfillment of Jeffer- 
son’s warning that judges “would become 
despots” if allowed unilateral authority 
to interpret the Constitution, there seems 
today to be a constant flow of activist 
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of the Constitution. In truth, the writings of the Founding Fathers show they intended the Constitution 
to be interpreted by all three branches of the federal government, the states, and the people. 
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Marbury v. Madison: \n 1803, the Supreme Court granted itself the sole authority to interpret the 
Constitution, essentially making Supreme Court justices the high priests of the law. 


judges who read into both the law and the 
Constitution what they want to see there. 
That President Trump’s executive order to 
temporarily halt the refugee program has 
been stymied by being branded “‘unconsti- 
tutional” is a good illustration. 

As this writer wrote in an online article 
for THE NEW AMERICAN dated February 
10, 2017: 


On Thursday, the 9th Circuit Court of 
Appeals kept to its activist ways by 
refusing to allow President Trump’s 
executive order suspending the con- 
troversial U.S. refugee program to be 
in effect as it continues to wind its 
way through the courts. The three- 
judge panel that denied the adminis- 
tration’s request to lift the temporary 
restraining order on the executive 
order was unanimous in its decision. 


The three judges on that panel — William 
Canby Jr., a Jimmy Carter appointee; 
Richard Clifton, a George W. Bush ap- 
pointee; and Michelle Friedland, a Barack 
Obama appointee — wrote in their deci- 
sion that the executive order likely vio- 


lates “what due process requires, such as 
notice and a hearing prior to restricting 
an individual’s ability to travel.” The de- 
cision also says, “it is the Government’s 
burden to make ‘a strong showing that 
[it] is likely to’ prevail against the States’ 
procedural due process claims” and that 
the court is “not persuaded that the Gov- 
ernment has carried its burden for a stay- 
ing appeal.” 

What each of those judges chose to ig- 
nore is the fact that the presidents who ap- 
pointed each of them issued similar “trav- 
el bans” during their times in the Oval 
Office. None of those bans were consid- 
ered “unconstitutional.” But then, none 
of those presidents were Donald Trump. 
This is a clear case of judicial activism 
coming from a court that is famous for ju- 
dicial activism. In fact, the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals is one of the most over- 
ruled courts in the land. Between 2010 
and 2015, the Supreme Court overturned 
about 80 percent of the cases it heard aris- 
ing from the Ninth Circuit. Granted, the 
Supreme Court only hears cases where 
there are problems, but 80 percent is still 
an incredibly high failure rate. 


What each of those judges chose to ignore is the 
fact that the presidents who appointed each of them 
issued similar “travel bans” during their times in the 
Oval Office. None of those bans were considered 


“unconstitutional.” 
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Since the Constitution grants Congress 
alone the power to legislate, many repre- 
sentatives and senators spend a lot of time 
bemoaning the fact that too many judges 
customarily usurp that power. The solu- 
tions proposed are almost always at least 
as bad as the problem and lend themselves 
to a further perpetuation of the problem. 
Congress passes new laws — taking even 
more power to itself — rather than simply 
asserting its authority to limit the power of 
the judicial branch. The result is a federal 
government with greater and greater power 
and a people with fewer and fewer liberties. 
Then the cycle comes around again when 
the courts reinterpret those new laws, again 
legislating from the bench. 

One example can be seen in the way the 
1996 Defense of Marriage Act (DOMA) — 
defining marriage at the federal level as the 
union of one man and one woman — was 
struck down by the Supreme Court in 2013 
as unconstitutional. The court then stood 
DOMA on its head when it ruled in 2015 
that state laws defining marriage similarly 
were also unconstitutional — opening the 
floodgates for homosexual “marriage.” By 
seeking to take power over that which the 
Constitution does not list as a federal power 
(the definition of marriage), Congress 
stacked the deck in favor of activist judges 
who were only too glad to deal a crooked 
hand to the American people. 

While the Constitution offers solutions 
to reining in the out-of-control judiciary, 
Congress — benefiting from the expan- 
sion of government power — neglects or 
outright refuses to apply those solutions. 
And since — as Jefferson pointed out in 
1803 — judges are “not responsible, as 
the other functionaries are, to the elective 
control” because they are appointed and 
not elected, it is up to the people to put 
pressure on those who are elected — and 
therefore able to be replaced in the next 
election — to begin applying those con- 
stitutional solutions. 

Before we get into those solutions, let’s 
spend a few minutes unpacking the is- 
sues we’ve already covered. If — as this 
writer has asserted — the judicial branch 
does not have sole authority to interpret 
the Constitution, what other bodies share 
in that authority? Fortunately, the Found- 
ing Fathers did not expect the American 
people to ratify the Constitution “to find 
out what’s in it.” Instead, they wrote pro- 
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lifically on the meaning and application of 
the Constitution — both during and after 
the ratification process. In those writings, 
they said that the power to interpret that 
founding document belongs to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial branches of 
the federal government, the states, and the 
people. The following is just a brief sam- 
pling of those writings: 

¢ In The Federalist, No. 32, Alexander 
Hamilton wrote, “But as the plan of the 
convention aims only at a partial union 
or consolidation, the State governments 
would clearly retain all the rights of sov- 
ereignty which they before had, and which 
were not, by that act, exclusively delegat- 
ed to the United States.” 

¢ In The Federalist, No. 33, Hamilton 
wrote, “If the federal government should 
overpass the just bounds of its authority 
and make a tyrannical use of its powers, 
the people, whose creature it is, must ap- 
peal to the standard they have formed, and 
take such measures to redress the injury 
done to the Constitution as the exigency 
may suggest and prudence justify.” 

¢ In The Federalist, No. 78, Hamilton 
wrote, “[The judiciary] may truly be said 
to have neither FORCE nor WILL, but 
merely judgment; and must ultimately 
depend upon the aid of the executive arm 


even for the efficacy of its judgments.” 
(Emphasis in original.) 

¢ In The Federalist, No. 81, Hamilton 
wrote, “In the first place, there is not a syl- 
lable in the plan under consideration which 
directly empowers the national courts to 
construe the laws according to the spirit of 
the Constitution, or which gives them any 
greater latitude in this respect than may be 
claimed by the courts of every State.” 

¢ In a 1789 speech before Congress, 
James Madison said, “Nothing has yet 
been offered to invalidate the doctrine 
that the meaning of the Constitution may 
as well be ascertained by the Legislative 
as by the Judicial authority.” 

¢ Madison also told Congress, “I ac- 
knowledge, in the ordinary course of gov- 
ernment, that the exposition of the laws and 
Constitution devolves upon the judicial. 
But I beg to know upon what principle it 
can be contended that any one department 
draws from the Constitution greater powers 
than another in marking out the limits of the 
powers of the several departments.” 

¢ In the Virginia Resolution of 1798, 
Madison wrote, “In case of a deliberate, 
palpable, and dangerous exercise of other 
powers [by the federal government], not 
granted by the said compact [the Consti- 
tution], the states, who are parties thereto, 


A state’s step: Thomas Jefferson, who wrote the Declaration of Independence and made large 
portions of his library available to Madison during the Constitutional Convention of 1787, wrote 
that where unconstitutional federal laws are concerned, “nullification ... is the rightful remedy.” 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


have the right, and are in duty bound, to 
interpose, for arresting the progress of the 
evil, and for maintaining, within their re- 
spective limits, the authorities, rights and 
liberties, appertaining to them.” 

¢ In an 1804 letter to Abigail Adams, 
Thomas Jefferson wrote, “But the opinion 
which gives to the judges the right to de- 
cide what laws are constitutional and what 
not, not only for themselves in their own 
sphere of action but for the Legislature 
and Executive also in their spheres, would 
make the Judiciary a despotic branch.” 

From these few, brief quotes, it is evi- 
dent that the Founding Fathers gave the 
United States a Constitution they intended 
to be interpreted by all three branches of 
the federal government, the states, and the 
people. That the Supreme Court decided 
in 1803 that it alone has that power does 
nothing to change the truth — even if it 
has obscured that truth. 

As a direct result of that truth being ob- 
scured, judicial activism has become the 
norm. In fact, it is so common, so perva- 
sive, it is rarely understood or recognized 
when it is seen. Black's Law Dictionary de- 
fines judicial activism as a “philosophy of 
judicial decision-making whereby judges 
allow their personal views about public 
policy, among other factors, to guide their 
decisions.” A good example would be Roe 
v. Wade, where the Supreme Court “found” 
in the Constitution something that is sim- 
ply not there — the “right” to murder the 
unborn. And having “found” that “right,” 
the court went on to overstep even the most 
fundamental principle of its purpose by ex- 
tending that “right” beyond those involved 
in the case before it, thus striking down all 
state laws forbidding abortion. 

Roe is far from the only example. News 
cycle after news cycle is filled with exam- 
ples of judges “legislating from the bench.” 
The case of President Trump’s executive 
order is — as this writer asserted above — 
yet another glaring example. In that case, 
judges in lower federal courts “found” 
(and the Ninth Circuit Court assented to) 
something in the Constitution’s guarantee 
of due process that was never found when 
other presidents also stopped permitting 
travel into the United States from countries 
known to be hostile to this country. 

President Trump’s executive order tem- 
porarily suspending travel to the United 
States from seven countries known for 
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Since Article III says, “The Judges, both of the 
supreme and inferior Courts, shall hold their Offices 
during good Behaviour,” the bar for impeaching 

a judge is lower than that for impeaching a 


congressman or president. 


being hotbeds of terrorism was reasonable 
considering that a review of information 
compiled by the Senate Subcommittee on 
Immigration and the National Interest in 
2016 showed that since 9/11, 72 individu- 
als who were in the United States from 
those seven countries have been convicted 
in terrorism cases. 

His executive order was also constitu- 
tional. Article IV, Section 4 says: 


The United States shall guarantee to 
every State in this Union a Republi- 
can Form of Government, and shall 
protect each of them against Inva- 
sion; and on Application of the Leg- 
islature, or of the Executive (when 
the Legislature cannot be convened) 
against domestic Violence. 


Furthermore, the president’s actions were 
considered constitutional when done by 
presidents Carter (in 1980), Bush (in 2002), 
and Obama (in 2011 and 2015). They just 
weren’t considered constitutional when 
done by Trump. And there’s the rub. Con- 
stitutionality is not a matter of who (or 
which party) holds the office and issues the 
directives; it is a matter of what the Con- 
stitution allows and requires. As already 
shown, protecting the United States against 
an enemy invasion falls neatly into the cat- 
egory of that which is constitutional. Un- 
fortunately, the activist judges who claim 
to have the only decoder ring that works to 
read the Constitution claim otherwise. 

The fruit of judicial activism is never 
good; in this case it is dangerously bad. 

So, what constitutional remedies are 
there to correct federal judicial activism 
and reform the judiciary? There are four. 
They are: 

* Dissolve courts 

¢ Impeach judges 

* Restrict the appellate and original ju- 
risdiction of the courts 

¢ Nullification 


First, it should be understood that when 
representatives and senators bemoan the 
evils of activist judges and propose new 
laws or amendments to the Constitution, 
they are playing a shell game with the 
American people. They already have the 
power, granted by the Constitution, to ad- 
dress those abuses — whether committed 
by lower federal courts or by the Supreme 
Court itself. To begin with, Article II of 
the Constitution creates the Supreme 
Court and allows Congress to create in- 
ferior courts. Article III, Section | says: 


The judicial Power of the United 
States, shall be vested in one su- 
preme Court, and in such inferior 
Courts as the Congress may from 
time to time ordain and establish. 
The Judges, both of the supreme 
and inferior Courts, shall hold their 
Offices during good Behaviour, 
and shall, at stated Times, receive 
for their Services, a Compensation, 
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which shall not be diminished dur- 
ing their Continuance in Office. 


So the Constitution did not create the lower 
federal courts; Congress did. And what 
Congress created, Congress can uncreate. 

That means that every federal court ex- 
cept the Supreme Court exists at the suffer- 
ance of Congress. If the representatives and 
senators who spend so much time using the 
activism of judges as a pretext for increas- 
ing the power of Congress really wanted 
to rein in judicial activism, Congress could 
simply dissolve any and all federal courts 
that practice judicial activism. No impeach- 
ment, no trial, no recourse; just a downsiz- 
ing of their jobs. They could just turn their 
robes in and go home. 

The Ninth Circuit Court would be a 
great starting place. 

The greatest upside to Congress doing 
this would be that, in one cataclysmic mo- 
ment, judges in federal courts all over the 
country would realize that they could be 
next and would — if only to protect their 
jobs — dust off their copies of the Consti- 
tution and read over their job descriptions 
to make sure they are with the program. 

Of course, impeachment is the more 
granular option. It is relatively rare for 
federal judges to be impeached, but it is 
not unheard of. One notable case involved 
G. Thomas Porteous, a judge of the U.S. 
District Court of the Eastern District of 
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Battleground issues: President Trump’s executive order suspending the controversial and 
dangerous refugee program is the most recent — but far from the only — battleground for 


constitutional interpretation. 
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He went; more should go: The impeachment and conviction of U.S. District Court Judge G. 
Thomas Porteous in 2010 is a cautionary tale of what can happen to federal judges who do not 


maintain “good behaviour.” 


Louisiana who had lied to Congress dur- 
ing confirmation, accepted bribes, per- 
jured himself during his own personal 
bankruptcy proceedings, and engaged 
“in a pattern of conduct that is incompat- 
ible with the trust and confidence placed 
in him as a Federal judge.” Appointed by 
President Bill Clinton in 1994, Porteous 
was impeached by the House of Repre- 
sentatives in March 2010 and convicted 
by the Senate in December 2010. He was 
removed from the bench and disqualified 
forever from holding any office of honor 
or profit under the United States. 

Since Article HI says, “The Judges, 
both of the supreme and inferior Courts, 
shall hold their Offices during good Be- 
haviour,” the bar for impeaching a judge 
is lower than that for impeaching a con- 
gressman or president. While Porteous 
was removed for actions involving actual 
crimes, the only job security guaranteed 
to federal judges by the Constitution is 
“during good behaviour.” So when a 
judge legislates from the bench, he or she 
should be impeached, tried, found guilty 
of a lack of “good behaviour,” and sent 
packing. As with the option of dissolving 
courts, it would likely only take making 
examples of a few judges to send a clear 
message that judicial activism will not be 
tolerated. On the flip side, as long as Con- 
gress refuses to use its power to dissolve 
courts and its power to impeach judges, it 
continues to send a message that judicial 
activism is a fringe benefit of serving on 
the bench. 

Congress also has the power to restrict 
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the jurisdiction of federal courts. Article 
IL, Section 2, Clause 2 says: 


In all Cases affecting Ambassadors, 
other public Ministers and Consuls, 
and those in which a State shall be 
Party, the supreme Court shall have 
original Jurisdiction. In all the other 
Cases before mentioned, the supreme 
Court shall have appellate Jurisdic- 
tion, both as to Law and Fact, with 
such Exceptions, and under such Reg- 
ulations as the Congress shall make. 


Since Congress is given the power to make 
“exceptions” and “regulations” that remove 
or restrict the “appellate jurisdiction” of the 
Supreme Court and has the same and more 
authority over the inferior courts, there is no 
need for those courts — the Supreme Court 
included — to be allowed to continue be- 
having like black-robed high priests. Since 
Congress recognizes that it has this power 
(it has used it numerous times), there is no 
excuse for it not to use this power to cur- 
tail the abuses of the courts in other cases. 
Since Congress created all federal courts 
inferior to the Supreme Court, Congress 
can determine their jurisdictions, appellate 
or otherwise. 

Congress has used its Article III power 
to restrict the jurisdiction of federal courts 
(including the Supreme Court) more times 
than space in this article allows this writ- 
er to cover in any detail. Two examples, 
though, should suffice to prove the point. 
As part of the REAL ID Act of 2005, which 
took effect May 11, 2005, Congress legis- 
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lated that construction of a border fence 
near San Diego should go forward with 
“expeditious construction.” Construction 
of the fence had already been ordered, but 
had been held up for years by environmen- 
tal lawsuits. In the REAL ID Act, Con- 
gress included a provision that “no court 
... Shall have jurisdiction to hear any cause 
or claim” to stop construction of the fence. 

Also, the Detainee Treatment Act of 
2005 included a provision that “no court, 
justice or judge shall have jurisdiction to 
hear or consider” applications for habeas 
corpus or “any action against the United 
States” brought by alien suspects detained 
at Guantanamo Bay. The point is that Con- 
gress has this power, knows it has this 
power, and has used this power. It is time 
for Congress to use it in a way that restores 
the proper balance of power between the 
branches of the federal government. 

Under a president such as Donald Trump 
— who, whatever his other failings may be, 
has shown his strong willingness to stand 
for the life of the unborn — Congress 
should pass a simple law removing the ju- 
risdiction of the federal courts — Supreme 
Court included — to hear any case arising 
from the states concerning abortion laws. 
That one act of Congress would undo Roe 
and remove the illusion that only a future 
decision by the court can strike down a 
decision that has already cost the lives of 
more than 60 million unborn babies. 

Of course this would have the added ben- 
efit of removing another illusion: the im- 
portance of Supreme Court appointments. 
Gone would be the argument that American 
voters have to choose between a greater evil 
and a lesser evil when selecting a president 
because “the next president could appoint as 
many as (fill in the blank) justices.” 

While the first three solutions are in the 
hands of Congress, the final one belongs 
to the states. Nullification of unconsti- 
tutional federal laws is a power derived 
from the very foundational principles 
upon which this country was founded. The 
Declaration of Independence asserts that 
to secure fundamental, God-given rights, 
“Governments are instituted among Men, 
deriving their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed.” The consent of the 
governed is important in that it has the 
flow of power in the correct order. Since 
that power flows from the people to the 
government — and not the other way 
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Empower judges, then what? The Founding Fathers took great care to build into the Constitution 
a separation of powers. The Supreme Court’s claim of sole ownership of constitutional matters 
would, in the words of Thomas Jefferson, “place us under the despotism of an oligarchy.” 


around — the people are the masters and 
the government is the servant. 

In forming the United States under the 
Constitution, it was understood that the 
federal government would only have those 
powers explicitly spelled out in the Consti- 
tution as belonging to it. Otherwise, those 
powers belonged to the states, which were 
already the creation of the people — unless 
the people had reserved those powers by 
not granting them to the states. To break it 
down, the people — who possess the power 
— created the states; the states, in turn, cre- 
ated the federal government. Since power 
flows from the people, the states cannot 
give the federal government what the peo- 
ple have reserved and the federal govern- 
ment cannot take power not given — ex- 
plicitly, in writing — in the Constitution. 

Nullification essentially denies the fed- 
eral government any authority to enforce 
any federal law it does not have the spe- 
cific authority to pass. This principle is 
addressed in the Kentucky and Virginia 
Resolutions of 1798 and 1799. Thomas 
Jefferson — who, having written the 
Declaration of Independence, may have 
known a thing or two about the subject 
— wrote the Kentucky Resolution while 
James Madison — who, having pulled 
together the Constitutional Convention, 
which he documented with copious notes, 
may also be considered an expert on both 
the proper role of government (in general) 
and the Constitution (in specific) — wrote 


16 


the Virginia Resolution. In the turbulent 
times of the Alien and Sedition Acts, the 
Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions pro- 
moted the idea that state legislatures have 
the authority and the duty to nullify uncon- 
stitutional federal laws. As quoted above, 
Madison wrote in the Virginia Resolution, 
“In case of a deliberate, palpable, and 
dangerous exercise of other powers [by 
the federal government], not granted by 
the said compact [the Constitution], the 
states, who are parties thereto, have the 
right, and are in duty bound, to interpose, 
for arresting the progress of the evil, and 
for maintaining, within their respective 
limits, the authorities, rights and liberties, 
appertaining to them.” 

Jefferson explained what it would look 
like for states “to interpose, for arresting 
the progress of the evil, and for maintain- 
ing, within their respective limits, the au- 
thorities, rights and liberties, appertain- 
ing to them.” In the Kentucky Resolution 
he wrote: 


RESOLVED: That the principle and 
construction 
contended for 
by sundry of 
the state legis- 
latures, that the 
general govern- 
ment is the ex- 
clusive judge of 
the extent of the 
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powers delegated to it, stop nothing 
short of despotism; since the dis- 
cretion of those who administer the 
government, and not the constitution, 
would be the measure of their powers: 
That the several states who formed 
that instrument, being sovereign and 
independent, have the unquestion- 
able right to judge of its infraction; 
and that a nullification, by those sov- 
ereignties, of all unauthorized acts 
done under colour of that instrument, 
is the rightful remedy. 


The great benefit of nullification — be- 
sides setting aside whatever unconstitu- 
tional law it would specifically address 
— is that it would put the federal govern- 
ment on notice that further encroachments 
into unconstitutional territory will be dealt 
with likewise. 

Of course, nullification by the state 
legislatures of unconstitutional federal 
laws requires state legislators to be aware 
of what the Constitution says and means. 
It also requires that they are willing to 
stand up to the federal government, even 
when Uncle Sam attempts to “persuade” 
them to go along with unconstitutional 
laws and programs by either offering tax- 
payer money for those programs or by 
threatening to withhold funding for other 
programs. State legislatures need to be re- 
minded that no one will ever slay a beast 
while suckling at its teat. 

All four of these solutions require one 
thing in common: an informed electorate 
elevating men and women of high charac- 
ter to elected office and then holding them 
accountable to perform their duties to rein 
in an out-of-control federal government. 
When that informed electorate is finally 
full up of the abuses of the judiciary, the 
day will come when judicial activism and 
other judicial abuses will be a thing of 
the past. Life, Liberty, and Property will 
again be protected by a government that 
has been shown its proper place. 
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World Happiness Council: 
Here Come the UN’s Joy Dictators 


Fresh from the World Government Summit, the UN’s “happiness” experts have mandates 
for your workplace, classroom, neighborhood, and more. 


by William F. Jasper 


joyful over the past couple months, 
yet can’t quite put your finger on 
what it is that is causing you to smile, 
laugh, and rejoice so much, we have the 
answer for you. Undoubtedly, the mys- 
terious bliss you have been experiencing 
is emanating from the World Happiness 
Council, one of the latest creations of the 
United Nations. As we reported in the 
June 5, 2017 issue (“Be Happy! That’s 
an Order!”), the World Happiness Coun- 
cil (WHC) was officially launched in 
March, as a direct follow-up to the World 
Government Summit held this past Feb- 
ruary in Dubai, United Arab Emirates. 
However, the WHC is actually the culmi- 
nation of a five-year rollout effort by the 
UN, which began with the UN General 
Assembly Resolution 66/281 in 2012 de- 
claring that March 20 would henceforth 
be designated the “International Day of 
Happiness.” 
Of course, as most of the regimes of the 


I f you have been feeling inexplicably 
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UN are dictatorships of one type or anoth- 
er, they are accustomed to simply issuing 
an order to “make it so.” Thus, since the 
World Happiness Council has so ordered, 
you had better be (or at least act) happy 
— or else! 

Fortunately, the joy commissars at the 
WHC have not been endowed with global 
legislative, executive, and judicial powers 
— yet. But what is the sublime future they 
envision for us? Well, we can get a pretty 
good feel for it from the speeches, presen- 
tations, panels, publications, and discus- 
sions of the “top thinkers” and “experts” 
at the Global Dialogue for Happiness, a 
key component of the World Government 
Summit (WGS). 

Here is how the WGS website intro- 
duced the Global Dialogue for Happiness: 


Happiness is gaining momentum 
worldwide due to an increasing belief 
that the real work of government is 
to create a happy, healthy & positive 
society. This year, the World Govern- 
ment Summit will launch its activi- 


ties with a full day event dedicated to 
the advancement of human happiness 
around the world.... 

The Global Dialogue for Happi- 
ness event will bring together top 
thinkers, decision makers and ex- 
perts from around the world to start a 
global discussion on the importance 
of happiness and wellbeing, and the 
imperative role of governments in 
achieving elevated levels of happi- 
ness worldwide. 


Everyone knows that government agen- 
cies and ministries are the happiest places 
on Earth, right? And that government 
bureaucrats and employees are the hap- 
piest, most joyful beings on the planet, 
correct? Who better, then, to dispense 
happiness and mandate cheer for the rest 
of humanity? Besides, is anybody going 
to seriously argue that our world couldn’t 
use a bit more happiness? What could be 
wrong with having a Happiness Central to 
“scientifically” organize, command, and 
distribute joy equally to all people? 

Well, for one thing, people who object 
to Big Government as the “go to” solu- 
tion for every problem (whether real or 
perceived) will immediately recognize 
the statist nature of the UN’s “happiness” 
campaign. Virtually every proposal of- 
fered by the “experts” at the WGS calls 
for expanding the power, scope, and cost 
of government, especially at the national, 
regional, and international levels. This 
would come, of course, with the simulta- 
neous diminution of the rights and powers 
of individuals and local governments. 

One of many concrete examples is pro- 
vided by Alexander Kjerulf’s “11 Govern- 
ment Policies That Promoted Happiness 
at Work to Give a Country a Competitive 
Advantage.” 

Kjerulf, a techie from Denmark who 
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was an expert panelist at the WGS, pro- 
vides this bio of himself: “Alexander is 
the founder and Chief Happiness Officer 
of Woohoo inc and one of the world’s 
leading experts on happiness at work. 
He is an author and speaker, presenting 
and conducting workshops on happiness 
at work at businesses and conferences 
in over 30 countries. His clients include 
companies like Hilton, Microsoft, LEGO, 
IKEA, Shell, HP and IBM.” 

To get buy-in from the business com- 
munity for this new grab for government 
power, notice that he cast it in terms of 
“competitive advantage,” which has a nice 
free market ring to it. 

“Given that happy companies have sig- 
nificant competitive advantages, govern- 
ments have a strong interest in enacting pub- 
lic policies that promote happiness at work 
in their country,” he says. “But what exactly 
could a government do to achieve this?” 

Yes, what are the 11 government poli- 
cies that this chief happiness officer pro- 
poses? In the text from his essay below, we 
have shortened most of the entries: 


1: Regulate and inspect psycho- 
logical workplace safety 
Pretty much every country has a gov- 
ernment agency that sets requirements 
for physical workplace safety and 
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sends out inspectors to visit e.g. fac- 
tories and construction sites to make 
sure that the correct safety equipment 
is being used and that workers are fol- 
lowing safety regulations. 

So why not do the same for psy- 
chological workplace safety? 

In the Scandinavian countries, 
this is actually in place. The Work- 
ing Environment Authorities con- 
duct inspections in cases where they 
suspect that working conditions are 
psychologically unsafe. They inspect 
things like: 

Amount of work and time pressure 

High emotional costs of labor 

Bullying and sexual harassment 

Contradictory or unclear work re- 
quirements 

If they find that the workplace is 
psychologically unsafe they can issue 
orders that the company must follow. 
In serious cases they can even issue 
fines.... 

2: Regulate against permanent 
overwork 
In Denmark, we have laws protect- 
ing employees from permanent over- 
work. The result is that Danes tend to 
leave work at a reasonable hour most 
days, and they also get five to six 
weeks of vacation per year, several 
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Dictating happiness: Alexander Kjerulf (shown), the founder and “chief happiness officer” of 
the Danish company Woohoo inc., was one of the leading “happiness experts” at the World 


Government Summit. 
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national holidays and up to a year of 
paid maternity/paternity leave. While 
the average American works 1,790 
hours per year, the average Dane only 
works 1,450.... 

3: Mandate employee represen- 
tation on board of directors 
Here’s another idea from Scandina- 
via — give employees representation 
on the board of directors: 

Employees in Danish companies 
employing 35 employees or more, 
are entitled to elect a number of rep- 
resentatives to the board of directors. 
The number elected by employees 
should correspond to half the num- 
ber elected by those who own the 
company at the general meeting, and 
should be at least two.... 

4: Make government workplaces 
role models 
Sadly, the public sector usually has a 
bit of an inferiority complex.... Since 
they usually can’t offer the same sal- 
aries, perks and incentives as private 
sector workplaces, they feel that they 
can’t be as good workplaces.... 

Public organizations almost by 
definition work for an important 
purpose. Schools educate children, 
hospitals heal the sick, city planners 
create better and more liveable cit- 
ies — even the garbage men play a 
huge role in making people’s lives 
easier and better.... 

5: Promote lifelong learning 
When a government makes education 
available cheap or free to its citizens, 
there is a much bigger chance that 
they get to realize their full potential 
and become happy at work.... 

6: Require companies to mea- 
sure and report on employee hap- 
piness 
Pretty much all countries require 
strict financial reporting from com- 
panies. 

So why not require companies to 
measure and report on employee hap- 
piness? 

7: Require all government sup- 
pliers to be certified happy work- 
places 
The government of any nation 
buys huge amounts of goods and 
services from private sector compa- 
nies.... 
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So why not require that all govern- 
ment suppliers be good workplaces? 
8: Don’t hobble trade unions.... 
9: Celebrate the best workplac- 
eS... 
10: Make unemployment bene- 
fits widely available and liveable.... 
11: Make bad workplaces and 
managers legally responsible for 
the harm they cause 
If a workplace is run in a way that 
systematically harms its employees 
mental health, causing stress and 
depression, it should be possible to 
hold the leadership of that company 
legally accountable. 


The proposals offered by Chief Hap- 
piness Officer Kjerulf are cut from the 
same bolt of statist cloth as most of the 
other presentations at the WGS. And 
they are completely in sync with the 
plans outlined in the current (2017) 
World Happiness Report, the annual 
report that is now the flagship publica- 
tion of the new World Happiness Coun- 
cil. Veteran UN guru Jeffrey Sachs is 
the principal author/editor of the report, 
as well as happiness commissar for the 
WHC. Of particular interest to Ameri- 
can readers is the section of the report 
(Chapter 7) written by Sachs entitled 
“Restoring American Happiness.” Sachs, 
a longtime minion of hedge-fund social- 
ist George Soros and a member of the 
world government-promoting Council 
on Foreign Relations (CFR), was an 
advisor to (and endorser of) Democrat 
presidential candidate Bernie Sanders — 
an avowed socialist. Thus, it should not 
be surprising that he was appointed to 
this august new UN position, or that his 
program for “happiness” is stuffed with 
the usual socialist nostrums that rely on 
central planning by government experts 
(such as himself) and vast new outlays 
of “investments” that must be extracted 
from the producing citizens, to be spent 
by government experts (such as himself). 

“In sum, the United States offers a 
vivid portrait of a country that is looking 
for happiness ‘in all the wrong places,” 
avers Professor Sachs. “The country is 
mired in a roiling social crisis that is get- 
ting worse.” 

“To escape this social quagmire, Ameri- 
ca’s happiness agenda should center on re- 
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Bliss by government regulation: Employees and employers will suffer if “happiness” bureaucrats 


are allowed to dictate wages, working hours, vacations, maternity leave, sick leave, sensitivity 
training, and other World Government Summit proposals. 


building social capital,” says Sachs. “This 
will require a keen focus on the five main 
factors that have contributed to falling so- 
cial trust and confidence in government.” 

The UN’s happiness guru then lays out 
his five-point plan: 


The first priority should be campaign 
finance reform, especially to undo 
the terrible damage caused by the 
Citizens United decision. 

The second should be a set of poli- 
cies aiming at reducing income and 
wealth inequality. This would include 
an expanded social safety net, wealth 
taxes, and greater public financing of 
health and education. 

The third should be to improve the 
social relations between the native- 
born and immigrant populations. Can- 
ada has demonstrated a considerable 
success with multiculturalism; the 
United States has not tried very hard. 

The fourth is to acknowledge and 
move past the fear created by 9/11 
and its memory. The US remains 
traumatized to this day; Trump’s ban 
on travel to the United States from 
certain Muslim-majority countries 
is a continuing manifestation of the 
exaggerated and irrational fears that 
grip the nation. 

The fifth priority, I believe, should 
be on improved educational quality, 
access, and attainment. America has 


lost the edge in educating its citizens 
for the 21st century; that fact alone 
ensures a social crisis that will con- 
tinue to threaten well-being until the 
commitment to quality education for 
all is once again a central tenet of 
American society. 


In addition to the many other hats that the 
ubiquitous Professor Sachs wears is that 
of head of the UN’s Sustainable Devel- 
opment Solution Network (SDSN). The 
Sachs program is a piecemeal offering of a 
significant portion of the UN’s Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs), the 17-point 
plan detailed in Agenda 2030, the UN’s 
current masterplan for our entire planet. 


Danger: “Mental Health” 
Released in 2015, the UN report Trans- 
forming Our World: the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development provides a set of 
17 “Global Goals” that includes 169 “tar- 
gets.” The SDGs in Agenda 2030 would, if 
implemented, institute a worldwide, full- 
blown, socialist regime. All of this would 
be accomplished under the guise of ful- 
filling goals such as ending poverty (Goal 
1), ending hunger (Goal 2), combating 
climate change (Goal 13), and providing 
access to justice for all (Goal 16). 
Perhaps one of the more ominous pre- 
sentations at the Global Dialogue for 
Happiness was the keynote address by 
Helen Clark, administrator of the UN 
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No Phobes Allowed 


See, some Latin American countries, and various Christian, 

pro-life, and pro-family groups, the United Nations Sustain- 
able Development Goals (SDGs) in Agenda 2030 do not explicitly 
mention “sexual identity,” “sexual orientation,” “gender identifica- 
tion,’ or LGBT (lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transsexual) “rights.” 
However, the militant LGBT advocates are lobbying unceasingly 
to see that those important agenda omissions will be rectified. Thus 
the UN’s World Health Organization 
(WHO), the UN Development Program 
(UNDP), The Lancet (British medical 
journal), and the World Professional 
Association for Transgender Health 
(WPATH) — among others — have 
been hard at it, attempting to redefine 
the wording in the text of Agenda 2030. 
“The 2030 Agenda is based on the prin- 
ciple of ‘leaving no-one behind,”” says 
Magdy Martinez-Soliman, UN assistant 
secretary-general and UNDP assistant. 
“Passing protective laws and policies 
that guarantee gender recognition is es- 
sential to the health and well-being of 
transgender people,” he insists. 

The LGBT activists also see the fre- 
quent references to “inclusive” in the 
SDGs as vital ground for exploitation. 
Professor Vitit Muntarbhorn, the newly 
appointed UN independent expert on sex- 
ual orientation and gender identity, sees 
the SDGs and the work of UN agencies 
as a “good entry point for us.” Muntarb- 
horn, a law professor and homosexual 
activist, is an advisor to nearly a dozen 
UN agencies. He is one of the “experts” 
whom the happiness dictators will be re- 
lying on to craft laws making it a crime 
to counsel LGBT individuals to change 
or leave their chosen “lifestyle.” 

The well-funded radicals at the South- 
ern Poverty Law Center, the Human Rights Campaign, and the Na- 
tional Center for Lesbian Rights, for instance, have testified before 
the UN Committee Against Torture, seeking condemnation of con- 
version counseling, whether by religious representatives or secular 
therapists. In short, they want to outlaw “conversion therapy,” to 
make it virtually impossible for those struggling against unwanted 
same-sex desire and behavior to be able to find professional help. 

According to the LGBT militants, any expression that states or 
suggests that LGBT sex is wrong, immoral, unnatural, or abnormal 
is an act of oppression against LGBT individuals and the LGBT 
community. It makes them unhappy; thus, their right to happiness 


T hanks to stiff resistance from many Muslim states, the Holy 
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Outlawing disapproval: Professor Vitit Muntarbhorn, 
the newly appointed UN independent expert on sexual 
orientation and gender identity, is leading the charge to 
make it illegal to disapprove of LGBTQIA “lifestyles.” 


is being violated. Apparently, the new heterosexual “intolerance” 
of the LGBT lifestyles is a sign that it is the heterosexual who is in 
need of corrective therapy — since he/she is obviously maladjusted 
and unhappy. 

The Youth Coalition’s Jose “Lloyd” Nunag, a registered nurse 
from the Philippines and a delegate to the 4th United Nation’s 
Inter-agency and Expert Group on SDG Indicators ([AEG-SDGs) 
meeting in Geneva, says: “In my opinion, a lot remains to be done 
[on Agenda 2030] in order to ‘leave no 
one behind’, reduce inequalities and 
to achieve the empowerment of young 
people, specifically young women and 
LGBTQI young people.” And he’s dis- 
satisfied that “there is no indicator spe- 
cifically focused on young inadequately 
served populations such as LGBTQI 
youth.” LGBTQI? Yes, while you were 
busy with other mundane matters, such 
as supporting a family and paying bills, 
the pervert lobby expanded its ranks by 
adding the “Queer” and “Intersex” des- 
ignations to their acronymic banner. But 
that’s not all; some have already added 
“Asexual” to the approved sexual iden- 
tity nomenclature, so you'll begin seeing 
more usage of LGBTQIA by the politi- 
cally correct set. 

The UN’s World Health Organization 
has already adopted the LGBTQI des- 
ignation. A WHO webpage celebrating 
May 17 as International Day against Ho- 
mophobia, Transphobia, and Biphobia 
declares: “The 2030 Sustainable Devel- 
opment Agenda imagines a world that 
reflects equity with universal respect 
for human dignity and pledges to leave 
no one behind. This includes lesbian, 
gay, bisexual, transgender, queer and 
intersex (LGBTQI) individuals, who 
currently face high rates of physical 
and mental health issues and reduced access to medical and social 
services. In observance of the International Day Against Homopho- 
bia, Transphobia and Biphobia (May 17th), WHO has developed an 
FAQ on sexual diversity and health, which defines terms, highlights 
key issues and outlines UN positions related to gender identity and 
sexual diversity.” 

In the interests of “world happiness,” the UN’s happiness minis- 
ters will have to stigmatize, marginalize, then criminalize the homo- 
phobes, transphobes, biphobes, and other phobes who are making 
this planet such an unhappy place. Hl 

— WILLIAM F. JASPER 
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Development Program (UNDP). Among 
other comments, Clark, who is a former 
prime minister of New Zealand and a for- 
mer leader of the Socialist International, 
noted, “In Chile in 2012, UNDP released 
a national Human Development Report on 
subjective wellbeing.” 

“The report argued that if subjective 
wellbeing was a development goal, then 
it would need to be addressed in public 
policy,” she observed. “Indeed a greater 
focus on happiness by governments could 
change policies in many ways. One obvious 
area for action is mental health, the state 
of which is an important driver of happi- 
ness.” The UN and its agencies are lead- 
ing the global “transformative agenda” 
that includes, most particularly, redefining 
what is normal, healthy, and good. Abor- 
tion and homosexuality, for instance, which 
were until fairly recently almost universally 
considered to be morally wrong, have now 
been protected, elevated, exalted, and pub- 
licly funded. From cradle to grave we must 
be saturated with “sensitivity training,” i.e., 
brainwashing, and, increasingly, we find 
ourselves threatened with fines and impris- 


onment (not to mention media lynching) 
if we dare challenge the new “inclusive” 
paradigm. (See sidebar on page 20). 

Following up on the Dubai World Gov- 
ernment Summit, one of Alexander Kjer- 
ulf’s offerings on his website, The Chief 
Happiness Officer Blog, asks in the title, 
“Shouldn’t Your Country Have a Happi- 
ness Minister?” 

One somehow gets the impression that 
Comrade Kjerulf is angling for the job — 
or at least wouldn’t reject the opportunity 
to run a new Ministry of Happiness. Per- 
haps he (and we) should reread George 
Orwell’s dystopian novel 1984, in which, 
it will be remembered, the totalitarian state 
ruled by means of: 

¢ The Ministry of Love (Miniluv), 
which carried out torture, imprisonment, 
and brainwashing, as well as organizing 
the regular “Two Minutes Hate” sessions; 

¢ The Ministry of Truth (Minitrue), 
which flushed truth down the “memory 
hole,” rewrote history, and published lies; 

¢ The Ministry of Plenty (Miniplenty), 
which rationed all goods in a planned 
state of perpetual scarcity and poverty; 


¢ The Ministry of Peace (Minipax), 
whose purpose is to assure a state of per- 
petual war. 

As Orwell stated in 1984, “The Min- 
istry of Peace concerns itself with war, 
the Ministry of Truth with lies, the Min- 
istry of Love with torture and the Min- 
istry of Plenty with starvation. These 
contradictions are not accidental, nor 
do they result from ordinary hypocrisy: 
they are deliberate exercises in double- 
think.” To these, Jeffrey Sachs, Alexan- 
der Kjerulf, and other practitioners of 
Orwellian Newspeak and doublethink 
would add a Ministry of Happiness, 
which most certainly could be depended 
on to morph into a dreadful instrument 
of despair, misery, and woe. Those who 
will buy the notion that happiness can 
be created by government dictate prob- 
ably are already very close to embrac- 
ing the mindset that willingly accepts 
the Party’s slogan in 1984: 


WAR IS PEACE 
FREEDOM IS SLAVERY 
IGNORANCE IS STRENGTH @ 


Containerized Storage From 


\ 


’ 


CONTAINER, INC. 


Serving You Since 1976 


Straight From the Harbor to Your Site 
Refrigerated Units Always Available 
LENGTHS UP TO 45' 


24-HOUR DELIVERY 
BUY OR RENT 


The People Who Invented The Concept 


www.container.com 
1-SO00-221-3/2/ 


Spread the ford 


ope Reame 9 Me VEibag nih Ses 
is 


OE | _Aowiparigan ii cri 
* ANDINEFCAN 


et tn 


Whieh 2 
Fix Should 


Ne Follow 


__ ietting US Out 
a With Love ine UN or Good! 


- Russia With Love: 


Did Putin Put Trump in the White House? 
Hillary Clinton’s campaign claim that Russia 
hacked the election to aid Trump — a 
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Healthcare: Which 

Fix Should We Follow? 
A great healthcare debate was taking place 
even before the GOP released an ObamaCare 
replacement plan. We analyze the possible 
ways that America’s healthcare system could 
be altered, and tell which plan has the best 
chance of succeeding. (March 20, 2017, 48pp) 
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What on Earth Is Happening 
to Our Temperature? 

Trillions of dollars in government spending 
might hinge on whether or not the climate is 
indeed warming. The answer, however, depends 
on where the thermometers are placed. (April 3, 
2017, 48pp) TNA170403 
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HYPOCRISY, 


Thy Name Is Leftist 


It is a signal of Truth when one’s beliefs are consistent not 
only with each other, but also with observable facts. Yet 
leftists often flaunt their inconsistency. 


by Selwyn Duke 


GG (): is fruitful only at the cost 
of being rich in contradic- 
tions,” wrote the atheist’s 

atheist, Friedrich Nietzsche, in Twilight 
of the Idols. It’s a common sentiment. In 
our time, New Yorker staff writer Mal- 
colm Gladwell has opined that “if you 
don’t contradict yourself on a regular 
basis, then you’re not thinking.” My, talk 
about putting a happy face on superficial 
reasoning and situational values born of 
convenience. 

Contradiction is even more common 
as a behavior — and it defines what we 
call the Left. Just consider a current big 
story, President Trump’s supposed collu- 
sion with Russia to “steal the election” 
and his allegedly having revealed secrets 
to the Vladimir Putin regime. Putting aside 
the charges’ trumped-up (excuse the pun) 
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nature, since when did the Left object to 
such actions? 

Note here that the King of Commie 
Collusion, “Lion of the Senate” Ted Ken- 
nedy, did in fact attempt to conspire with 
the USSR, to try to thwart Ronald Rea- 
gan’s reelection bid in 1984. As Forbes 
reported in 2009, relating the contents of 
a 1983 memorandum from the Soviet ar- 
chives, “Kennedy’s message was simple. 
He proposed an unabashed quid pro quo. 
Kennedy would lend [Yuri] Andropov a 
hand in dealing with President Reagan. 
In return, the Soviet leader would lend 
the Democratic Party a hand in challeng- 
ing Reagan in the 1984 presidential elec- 
tion.” Furthermore, Kennedy offered to 
visit the USSR and “help the Soviets deal 
with Reagan by telling them how to brush 
up their propaganda,” Forbes continued; 
he also would “make it possible for An- 
dropov to sit down for a few interviews 
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Validating errors: Once universally recognized 
as a warning sign of a flawed worldview, 
contradiction is now embraced by some as a 
mark of “intellectualism.” It’s very convenient 
for promoting a lie-based agenda, but also 
very dangerous for civilization. 


on American television.” Didn’t they once 
hang people for such things? 

As for giving away classified informa- 
tion, American Thinker’s James Lewis 
wrote May 17: 


This is in fact what Bill Clinton did by 
re-classifying US missile launching 
secrets to become non-secrets, allow- 
ing them to be sold to China. It is also 
what Hillary may have been doing 
with Huma Abedin (from the Muslim 
Brotherhood family) and [by] letting 
her email server be so easily hacked 
that any knowledgeable foreign 
power could get the US SecState’s 
confidential information. Hillary took 
Muslim Brotherhood money through 
the Clinton Foundation, and now we 
know that Bill and Hillary were both 
involved in a Russian buy-out of 25% 
of US uranium sources. 

During the Cold War, when con- 
servatives criticized Soviet Russia, 
they were viciously slandered by 
liberals. Americans in the Cold War 
always had two great enemies: the 
Soviet Empire and the domestic left. 


The irony here is that when Russia was 
part of the USSR and avowedly Marxist, 
the Left cottoned to it. Now that it’s back 
to being Russia again and is opposing the 
Western Left’s agenda (e.g., outlawing ho- 
mosexual propaganda), liberals cast it as 
the Devil incarnate. 

Then there’s he who went from devil to 
on the level: former FBI director James 
Comey. Where liberals once called for 
his scalp over his late-election-season 
announcement that Hillary Clinton’s e- 
mail scandal was under investigation, 
now they’re outraged Trump fired him. 
A prime example is Representative Max- 
ine Waters (D-Calif.). She’d said in the 
recent past that Comey has “no credibil- 
ity”; now, she’s livid over his being pink- 
slipped by Trump. 

She furthermore says that if Hillary 
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Clinton were president, she would support 
her firing of Comey. 

In fairness, there can be a rational ex- 
planation for this position — if you ac- 
cept the supposition that Trump might 
have colluded with Russia to begin with. 
To wit: “Look, I don’t care for Comey, 
but for all his manifold faults he’s better 
than some lackey Trump would install to 
whitewash his complicity. Better the devil 
you know than the devil you don’t know.” 

There’s no doubt some Democrats feel 
this way, too. So why no such explana- 
tion? First, people, very much including 
politicians, often don’t articulate posi- 
tions very well. Second, when you oper- 
ate emotionally as liberals do, and trade in 
contradiction and thus aren’t accustomed 
to formulating logical explanations, they 
don’t come naturally. 

At least as significantly, however, many 
leftists are just content to proceed based 
on the power principle: They attacked 
Comey when he threatened the Demo- 
crats’ control of the executive branch. 
Now they defend him because it’s a good 
way to assail Republican control of the ex- 
ecutive branch. 

Yet this almost seems rational compared 
to what transpired regarding Trump’s exec- 
utive orders temporarily banning immigra- 
tion from a handful of terrorist-spawning 
nations. Try this on for size: ACLU lawyer 
Omar Jadwat, arguing before the Fourth 
Circuit Court of Appeals on May 8, actu- 
ally stated that Trump’s ban “could be con- 
stitutional” if it had been issued by Hillary 
Clinton. In other words, as Powerline put 
it, “THE ONLY THING WRONG WITH 
TRUMP’S TRAVEL ORDER IS TRUMP.” 

Of course, the usurpative courts ulti- 
mately agreed, finding the orders uncon- 
stitutional based on statements Trump 
made on the campaign trail, as if the Con- 
stitution had a motives clause and judges 
were mind readers. What’s next? “For- 
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The enemy of my enemy is my friend: Former FBI director James Comey transitioned from 
pariah status to popular among liberals — just as soon as he transitioned from investigating 


Hillary Clinton to investigating Donald Trump. 


give me, your honor, I have had impure 
thoughts while legislating?” 

But even if judges were mind readers, 
and even if they were authorized to decide 
cases based on the pure or impure thoughts 
of those who make or execute law, which 
thoughts should they go by? People, after 
all, are not always consistent in their 
thinking. This is particularly the case with 
liberals who reject absolute truth in favor 
of relativism and moral ethics. This is il- 
lustrated well by a list of liberal contradic- 
tions, composed by an anonymous author, 
that has become Internet e-mail legend. 
Here’s a sampling from it (the last one is 
my own), edited for punctuation, style and 
content: 

“How to Be a Good Politically Cor- 
rect Liberal” 

* You have to believe that law-abiding 
Americans with guns are more of a threat 
than Iranians with nuclear weapons. 

« ... You have to believe that sex roles 
are artificial but homosexuality is natural. 


New Yorker staff writer Malcolm Gladwell has opined 
that “if you don’t contradict yourself on a regular basis, 
then youre not thinking.” My, talk about putting a 
happy face on superficial reasoning and situational 


values born of convenience. 


24 


¢ You have to be against capital pun- 
ishment but for prenatal infanticide on 
demand. 

¢ You have to believe that businesses 
create oppression and governments create 
prosperity. 

* You have to believe that taxes are too 
low, but ATM fees are too high. 

* You have to believe that standardized 
tests are racist, but racial quotas and set- 
asides aren’t. 

¢ You have to preach tolerance while 
quashing dissent in its name. 

Some may now state, “Okay, but so 
what? We know that, to use the clichéd 
saying, ‘If it weren’t for double standards, 
leftists wouldn’t have any standards at all.’ 
What does complaining about it accom- 
plish?” Yet the point is not that society will 
always have liars, and even sociopaths and 
malignant narcissists, who’ll say and do 
anything to succeed. It’s that this rampant 
contradiction reflects a deep and wide- 
spread cultural/spiritual malaise, finding a 
justification in a dark pseudo-philosophy 
that has swept civilization. 

If you’re truly “old school,” as they put 
it — if, let’s say, you’re a person of robust 
and authentic faith — you take for granted 
that contradiction indicates a problem, just 
as conflicting computer programs create 
one. Great philosophers would endeavor 
to detect their own contradictions; they 
would debate themselves, in essence, to 
hone their worldview. For contradiction 
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tells us that one or both positions in ques- 
tion are in error. And just as eliminating 
those contradictory programs is neces- 
sary for your computer’s proper function, 
eliminating philosophical contradictions is 
necessary for your mind’s proper opera- 
tion. This process is part of becoming a 
“complete thinker,” a person who can’t be 
tripped up in debate because there are no 
missing pieces in his worldview. 

Of course, you may take for granted 
that contradiction is problematic; you may 
even wonder why this is being questioned, 
as it’s self-evident. If so, you must be 
careful here of “projection,” of that com- 
mon human habit of ascribing your own 
mindset, priorities, and sense of virtue to 
others. For there is another “perspective” 
out there. And to truly grasp it, we have 
to take a brief trip to the dark 
side, immersing ourselves in 
a mind of madness masquer- 
ading as intellectualism. 

While most liberals would 
protest at being accused of 
contradiction, the aforemen- 
tioned Friedrich Nietzsche 
freely acknowledged that 
this was precisely what he 
did. Aside from speaking of 
contradiction yielding fruit- 
fulness, he said, “Only idiots 
fail to contradict themselves 
three times a day.” In fact, 
not only did he insist there 
was nothing wrong with it, 
he slapped an intellectual 
veneer on his justification. 
As the historian who blogs 
anonymously at Assailed 
Teacher related it: 


Humans are irrational 
creatures. Their thoughts 
and feelings are in con- 
stant flux, making contra- 
diction the natural human 
condition. For millennia, 
philosophers had tried to 
pound these contradictions 
into straight arrows. They 
erected systems of thought 
based upon rational rea- 
son. The validity of these 
systems was measured by 
their internal consisten- 
cy. For Nietzsche, what 
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these philosophers were doing was 
running from their own human- 
ity. Their elegant systems were ex- 
pressions of fear of the uncertainty 
of human beings. By trying to be 
inhuman through building these 
awe-inspiring systems of thought, 
philosophers had merely betrayed 
their very human fears. This is part 
of what Nietzsche meant by the title 
of one of his first books, Human, All 
Too Human. 


Of course, this was nothing new even in 
Nietzsche’s time. “Philosopher” (thus la- 
beling such people bastardizes the desig- 
nation) Jean-Jacques Rousseau had previ- 
ously made the claim — initially thought 
a joke — that man had been corrupted by 


Inanity imitating intellectualism: German pseudo-philosopher Friedrich 
Nietzsche, the atheist’s atheist, made contradiction fashionable. In his 

world of moral nihilism, there was no reason to consider consistency any 
better than inconsistency. 


reason and civilization. Not surprisingly, 
he was no stranger to contradiction. 

Now, Nietzsche was partially right. As 
Mr. Spock (of Star Trek fame) might have 
lamented, humans are irrational creatures; 
their thoughts and feelings are in constant 
flux, and contradiction is quite natural for 
them. But so is rape, theft (as the Vikings, 
the Huns, and countless others proved), 
violence, cruelty to animals, the unjust 
domination of women and children, death 
from infection, body odor, and not clean- 
ing one’s backside. So how far do you 
want to take this “getting back to nature” 
stuff? Answer: The anti-civilization types 
are faithful to it just until it becomes in- 
convenient for them. 

The folly here is plain: The whole pur- 
pose of civilization is to tame the beast. It 
is the collective version of the 
battle between the flesh and 
spirit. Implying it shouldn’t be 
fought because it’s “unnatural” 
and man never emerges the un- 
contested victor is like saying 
we shouldn’t pursue modern 
medicine because disease is 
never truly vanquished. Saying 
that a prudent, principle-guid- 
ed consistency isn’t the ideal 
because man tends toward 
contradiction is like saying that 
honesty in government isn’t 
the ideal because man tends 
toward corruption. And saying, 
as also is implicit, that an ideal 
isn’t ideal because man can’t 
live up to it completely misses 
the point: Man could never live 
up to a legitimate ideal because 
it is just that — ideal — and he 
is not. That is to say, the Truth 
is perfect; man is a sinner. But 
he becomes less of one through 
the pursuit of ideals. Golf- 
ers stress ideal technique and 
ball-striking, knowing they’ll 
always fall short of that ideal 
and make mistakes. But reach- 
ing for unattainable stars may 
at least allow you to reach the 
heavens. 

Before proceeding, we also 
might wonder about this con- 
cept of the “natural.” This 
is often stressed with foods, 
with “All Natural” being a big 
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selling point. Yet in the truest sense every- 
thing is natural, as man doesn’t create mat- 
ter, but merely takes what’s found on Earth 
and combines it in unique ways. Likewise, 
since we are natural (even though created 
by the supernatural), as evolution-espous- 
ing leftists should be the first to acknowl- 
edge, are our activities really “unnatural”? 
Are elephants when destroying trees or 
beavers when building dams acting un- 
naturally? How is man different? 

This isn’t to say all our activities are 
“good,” only that this isn’t always syn- 
onymous with “natural.” Moreover, what 
the Rousseau types call “getting back to 
nature” is an embrace of our animal na- 
ture. Yet humans can’t live as animals any 
more than animals can live as plants. Ani- 
mals’ power of locomotion ensures that 
even the laziest sloth will move more than 
the Venus flytrap. Humans’ possession 
of intellect and free will ensure that even 
the most intellectually sterile society will 
create social codes and traditions, while a 
gaggle of geese won’t. Man cannot not be 
man. To be human is to think — it’s just 
that some people do it better than others. 

Refutations aside, there is logic to Nie- 
tzsche’s lunacy. I called him the atheist’s 
atheist because, as much as anyone who 
ever lived, he recognized atheism’s impli- 
cations, in particular that it correlates with 
there being no right or wrong, with what 


could be called moral nihilism (which 
means “nothing-ism”). Secularists gener- 
ally bristle at this assertion, saying “You 
don’t have to believe in God to be good!” 
But they misunderstand: It’s not that you 
have to believe in God to be good. 

It’s that without God, “good” cannot 
be — it becomes an incomprehensible 
concept. 

That is to say, if God exists and has 
a will — what is often called His “law” 
or Truth — then we can say that moral- 
ity is something real, existing apart from 
and being above man. Yet if God doesn’t 
exist and man is, as Protagoras said, “the 
measure of all things,” then humans are 
the source of what we may only call mo- 
rality. For it would just be illusion. After 
all, imagine we learned that 90 percent of 
the world loved vanilla but hated choco- 
late. Would this make chocolate “bad” 
or “wrong”? Well, how does it make any 
more sense to say that murder is “bad” or 
“wrong” if the only reason we do so is that 
the vast majority of the world prefers we 
not kill other humans in a manner the vast 
majority considers “unjust’’? If consensus 
preference is all it is, it then falls into the 
same category as flavors: taste. 

This is one of the realizations that pushed 
me, once an agnostic, toward faith in God; 
it’s also the realization that makes the Ni- 
etzsches of the world play God and become 
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Preference over principle begets situational values: One of leftists’ many contradictions is that, 
while they object to killing the guilty, they bat nary an eye at the killing of the innocent unborn. 
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the source of their own “values.” But un- 
derstand how foreign the reality of objec- 
tive morality is to such a person, to a devout 
moral relativist/nihilist. If you’re a pious 
Christian, you don’t find the statement 
“Fornication is a sin” an oppressive state- 
ment. If you’re any kind of traditional per- 
son, you don’t consider “Lying is wrong” a 
silly proposition. But realize that to some- 
one who has fully contemplated atheism 
and its correlative moral relativism/nihil- 
ism and accepted the latter even on an emo- 
tional level, it’s as if someone said to you, 
“Liking chocolate and disliking vanilla is 
a sin.” With everything a matter of taste to 
such a person, any moral pronouncement is 
laughable, reflective of naiveté or the tool 
of an oppressor who would spoil his fun. 
That is what you’re dealing with. 

Why is this relevant? Well, do you think 
the proposition “Avoid contradiction” or 
“It’s wrong to contradict yourself” gets 
any more respect from relativists/nihil- 
ists? Yet while Truth (God’s law) isn’t 
real to them, what certainly are real are 
their emotions, which generally birth their 
desires and ambitions. What this means is 
that emotion tends to become their yard- 
stick for behavior because, without Truth, 
it can be the only one they have. Yet emo- 
tion isn’t logical. Emotion isn’t consistent. 
Thus, purging contradiction would impede 
their emotion-based ambitions, which feel 
so right and which they desperately want 
to bring to fruition. To such people, intel- 
lectual consistency is a mortal enemy. 

Put simply, addressing contradiction 
helps reveal Truth, and there is nothing 
more dangerous to a lie-based agenda. 
When our ideology conflicts with the 
Truth, we’re supposed to alter our ideol- 
ogy. But someone who places his ideology 
before Truth — inevitable if he doesn’t 
even believe in the latter — will instead 
deny or rationalize away the Truth. This 
is, mind you, deification of the self. For 
Truth is of and from God and is the ulti- 
mate yardstick. Thus, when one puts his 
own “values” in place of Truth, he puts 
himself in place of God. 

Nietzsche perfectly exemplified this. He 
called himself “the Anti-Christ,” penned a 
book by that title, and once wrote, “There 
cannot be a God because, if there were one, 
I could not believe that I was not He.” He 
also stated, “I cannot believe in a God who 
wants to be praised all the time,” a common 
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Ultimate Truth or ultimate fall: There’s a reason George Washington warned, “Let us with 
caution indulge the supposition that morality can be maintained without religion.” Without a 
divine source, “morality” amounts to human preference and, ultimately, to nothing. 


atheist gripe that wholly misses the point. 
God doesn’t need us to worship Him. 

We need to worship Him. 

A child would be taught to respect his 
elders not because a well-adjusted adult 
craves respect, but because only then will 
the child obey his parents and not fall into 
grave error. Likewise, we only place God’s 
will (rules) ahead of our own when we re- 
spect Him; moreover, humility is born of 
recognizing and humbling oneself before 
the infinitely greater. Barring this, human 
ego can take on Nietzschean proportions. 

Tragically, this war on the objective 
— not just morality but a rejection of re- 
ality itself — has mostly conquered the 
West. In April, a group of self-proclaimed 
“marginalized” Pomona College students 
issued a letter protesting the concept of 
Truth, complaining that it’s a “construct 
of the Euro-West ... deeply rooted in the 
Enlightenment” and that “objectivity” is 
a white-supremacist concept. (It didn’t 
occur to them that if all is relative, what 
could be “wrong” with white suprema- 
cism?) It’s not just fringe folly, either. 
A 2002 Barna Group research company 
study found that only 22 percent of adults 
and six percent of teenagers believed in 
Moral Truth. This reflects how with every 
generation now, the number of people who 
could Jogically believe that contradiction, 
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or anything else, is wrong declines — and 
our civilization follows suit. 

An irony here is that while seeing 
“shades of gray” is today hailed as intel- 
lectualism, it’s anything but. Consider a 
May Washington Free Beacon interview 
with lesbian academic and social critic 
Camille Paglia. She was asked how she 
reconciled her contradictory positions 
“that pro-lifers have the ‘moral high 
ground’ in trying to protect the innocent” 
but, nonetheless, “overcoming nature is 
a moral imperative and that we should 
‘thwart nature’s procreative compul- 
sions’” via activities such as prenatal 
infanticide. She replied, “In ethics, one 
of the many branches of philosophy in- 
vented by the ancient Greeks, we are usu- 
ally faced not with a simple, reassuring 
scheme of right versus wrong but rather 
an often painfully conflicted choice be- 
tween morally mixed options. I stated 
in Vamps & Tramps (1994): ‘Women’s 
modern liberation is inextricably linked 
to their ability to control reproduction, 
which has enslaved them from the origin 
of the species.” However, as an atheist 
who nevertheless respects religion, I see 
and respect the contrary position.” Yes, 
and “Whatever we may think of the mer- 
its of torturing children for pleasure, and 
no doubt there is much to be said on both 


sides, I am sure we all agree that it should 
be done with sterilized instruments,” as 
G.K. Chesterton put it. 

An apocryphal saying instructs, “Moral 
issues are always terribly complex for 
someone without principles.” What is the 
point of all Paglia’s pondering, persuad- 
ing, and penning of books? If there is no 
truth here, then her philosophizing is as 
logical as searching the cold depths for a 
treasure while convinced no treasure exists. 
It’s an exercise in futility and insanity or, 
at best, in money-making and mental self- 
gratification. If there is a truth, though, au- 
thentic intellectualism resides in finding it. 
It’s much as if you ask your tennis instruc- 
tor how to hit a forehand, and he replies, 
“Well, you could do it this way; then again, 
you could do it that way or some other way. 
I’m open-minded and see all sides.” After 
a number of such answers, wouldn’t you 
finally ask, “Is this what I’m paying you 
for?!” Expertise, or wisdom, means being 
able to separate the gray into black and 
white. Relating the gray in 2,000 esoteric 
words doesn’t mean you’re not an ignora- 
mus — just a verbose, pompous one. 

There is a simple distinction here: 
The Truth is black and white. People are 
shades of gray (are sinners). Yet their gray 
progressively darkens in the grip of Nie- 
tzschean nonsense and Rousseauesque ris- 
ibility. Not believing in the treasure, Truth, 
they don’t search for it; not searching for 
it, they don’t find it. Their fate is increas- 
ing moral poverty. 

And tyranny. The rejection of intellectu- 
al consistency reflects disconnection from 
Truth and that method for uncovering it 
called reason. Once this disconnection 
becomes severe enough, people are put in 
God’s place, but it won’t be the useful idi- 
ots pretending to divinity. It will be who- 
ever runs the state. This is how you reach 
a point where, to quote George Orwell’s 
dystopian novel / 984, “War is peace; free- 
dom is slavery; ignorance is strength” and 
2+2=5. 

Even Nietzsche, mind you, recognized 
that nihilism’s (nothing-ism’s) “corrosive 
effects would eventually destroy all moral, 
religious, and metaphysical convictions 
and precipitate the greatest crisis in human 
history,” as the Internet Encyclopedia of 
Philosophy relates it. For sure. Belief in 
nothing beyond our own desires reduces 
us to just that: nothing. Ml 
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Saving Christian Civilization 


Three authors from different religious backgrounds point out some of the problems and 
solutions to Christianity losing the culture war. 
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by James Heiser 


Out of the Ashes — Rebuilding Amer- 
ican Culture, by Anthony Esolen, Wash- 
ington, D.C.: Regnery Publishing, 2017, 
203 pages, hardcover. 

Empires of Dirt — Secularism, Radi- 
cal Islam, and the Mere Christendom 
Alternative, by Douglas Wilson, Mos- 
cow, Idaho: Canon Press, 2016, 276 
pages, paperback. 

The Benedict Option — A Strategy 
for Christians in a Post-Christian Na- 
tion, by Rod Dreher, New York: Sentinel, 
2017, 262 pages, hardcover. 


he present state of Western civili- 

zation is in such an appalling con- 
dition that those men and women 

who fear for the future of our 2,500-year- 
old patrimony may find themselves torn 
between a sense of sorrow or bitter anger, 
and a measure of gallows humor. The de- 
cline of the West is somewhat like the 
weather, it would seem: Everyone com- 
plains about it, but no one does anything 
about it. However, the three authors of the 


28 


1H 


MERICAN CULTURE 


INA POST-CHRISTIAM 
ae | 


Rod Dreher 


 ESOLEN 


works reviewed here are proposing that it 
is far past time to “do something about 
it,” and they have set forth their analyses 
of this plight and their counsel for pres- 
ent and future action in ways that reflect 
a cogent Christian worldview. Much of 
the analysis offered by each of the three 
authors will resonate with readers of THE 
New AMERICAN, and the readership that 
is being drawn to their argumentation 
demonstrates that a growing number of 
Americans are becoming consciously 
aware of the dangers confronting our 
civilization, and are ready for assistance 
in better understanding what needs to be 
done to rebuild the West. 

In Out of the Ashes — Rebuilding Amer- 
ican Culture, Dr. Anthony Esolen writes 
from the perspective of a Roman Catholic 
academic. Esolen’s assessment of the de- 
cline of our culture is that modern Ameri- 
cans have largely abandoned belief in the 
Triune God for a faith in a Leviathan State, 
and have thus neglected almost every as- 
pect of historic Christian culture. The 
author summarizes the decline in a wide 
range of areas: from schools that no longer 


teach, to families that have been torn asun- 
der, to cities and towns that are no longer 
living communities but now are merely 
places to sleep or shop, to churches that 
have been almost abandoned. Esolen’s as- 
sessment is relentlessly true. 

Esolen’s role as a literature professor 
is of great service to his task; his text 
often draws on the classical literature 
of our civilization, ranging from Milton 
and Dante to the Greek and Latin phi- 
losophers of antiquity. Because he recog- 
nizes that an assault on the existence of 
“truth” is an important part of the overall 
war against the West, Esolen understands 
the subversion of language that the en- 
emies of our civilization employ, and he 
declares that a refusal to submit to using 
the language of the enemy is an important 
occasion for resistance: 


I believe now that the “higher cant” 
is too dangerous even for small talk, 
because we will inevitably end up 
thinking in its terms. Words like 
democracy, diversity, equality, in- 
clusivity, marginalization, misog- 
yny, racism, sexism, homophobia, 
imperialism, colonialism, progres- 
sivism, autonomy, and many others 
my readers might name are simply 
terms of political force and have 
no real meaning anymore. Some 
of them never had any meaning to 
begin with. Do not wash your food 
in chlorine. Do not sprinkle your 
thoughts with poison.... 

You have to be educated into cant; 
it is a kind of stupidity that passes 
the capacity of unaided Nature to 
confer. 


Because the corruption of language is at 
the core of the anti-Western ideology, an 
important act of resistance is found in a 
repudiation of the terminology of “social 
justice” and “political correctness.” The 
“higher cant” is the language of ideology, 
and in Esolen one hears a faithful echo 
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of earlier conservatives such as Russell 
Kirk, who recognized ideology to be a 
fearful foe of the faith, and a dehumaniz- 
ing means of enslaving men. In Esolen’s 
words: “Now we can see how inhuman it 
is to project history onto the flat template 
of political action or political ideology.” 
Ideology wages war against the tradition- 
al “Three Estates” — church, state, and 
home — and much of Out of the Ashes 
is devoted to documenting the forms in 
which such attacks take place, and the 
acts of resistance that can be waged in 
an effort to save what remains. As Eso- 
len observes: “The health of society may 
be gauged by how full the churches are, 
those beating hearts of culture and com- 
munion.” Ideology perverts and seeks to 
supplant the authority that resides with 
the church and the home, and this is a 
situation which cannot stand: 


Everything has been stolen from the 
polis and given over to Jabba the 
State — bloated, disgusting, corrupt, 
without conscience, accountable to 
no one, and voiding the resultants of 
his meals into the land and the drink- 
ing water and the air that everyone 
has to breathe. 


A 
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Woe. 


We want our authority returned to 
us — or we intend to take it up again 
— because it is ours by right. 


The “higher cant” of ideology is a weap- 
on in the war against the family, begin- 
ning with the divinely bestowed distinc- 
tions between men and women: 


Keep it always in mind. The world 
hates the family. The state is the 
family’s enemy. The state grows by 
the family’s failure, and the state 
has an interest in persuading people 
that the family can do nothing on 
its own. It hates fatherhood, and 
makes little pretense otherwise. It 
hates motherhood, though it makes 
a show of championing the unwed 
mother as well as the mother who, as 
the ugly phrase puts it, “has it all,” 
though a moment’s reflection should 
suffice to show that no one can give 
his or her all to a career and a family 
and the local community. 


The acts of resistance undertaken by the 
church are asymmetrical to the actions of 
the Leviathan State; thus the course of ac- 
tion that Esolen envisions for the church 


Fighting for the family: Strong traditional families are the foundation of a strong, free culture. 
Even so, the family is under attack in the West as totalitarians attempt to replace it with 
government. The church must stand up and fight for the family’s survival. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


in the war for the civilization is quite dif- 
ferent from the path that church-affiliated 
conservative lobbying organizations once 
followed: 


Let the churches come out. Let pas- 
tors and congregations decide: for 
every single offense against the vig- 
orous liberty of the church, we will 
walk and pray in two outdoor pro- 
cessions with the Sacrament, host 
two lectures, organize two summer 
picnics with Mass outdoors, march 
to the cemetery on Memorial Day, 
and in general be so merry and open, 
so solemn and cheerful, so rich in 
beauty and the depth of our faith, 
that despite themselves people will 
look our way and want to share in 
the wine we are drinking. 


In Empires of Dirt — Secularism, Radical 
Islam, and the Mere Christendom Alter- 
native, Protestant Pastor Douglas Wilson 
also frames his assessment of the decline 
of Christian Western civilization in terms 
of an assault on the “Three Estates”: 
“God has created three basic spheres — 
the family, the church, and the civil order. 
These were all created directly by God 
and not by man.” Like Esolen, Wilson 
views the effects of an anti-Christian 
ideology being easily recognized in a 
state that has been bloated beyond all 
reasonable, constitutional authority. Wil- 
son observes that the reigning ideology 
is marked by a pervasive politicization 
of all of life, funded by the misappropri- 
ated wealth of the people: “But a genu- 
ine conservative, who wants the federal 
government to be one-fifth the size it cur- 
rently is, cannot be a partaker of the po- 
liticization of everything. If the govern- 
ment were that size, they would run out 
of money in mid-February, and everyone 
would live non politicized lives until the 
following January. The word we used to 
use to describe that state of affairs, kids, 
was liberty. Get your great-grandfather 
to tell you stories about it sometime.” 

Wilson’s apology for a “mere Chris- 
tendom” begins with an understanding 
that the secularist ideology has failed 
the West: 


So this means, in short, that there 
is now no way to defend the West 
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Rebuilding Christendom: Esolen, Wilson, and Dreher are all calling for the church to re-establish 


herself in society. Acting like true Christians and showing Christ to the world will be necessary to 


fight the advance of a totalitarian secular society. 


without rejecting, root and branch, 
the last one hundred years of West- 
ern intellectual history. That’s fine 
with me, and all my modest pro- 
posal entails is that we undertake 
to defend the West by rejecting the 
last two hundred and fifty years of 
Western intellectual history. I am 
willing to defend the next Christen- 
dom, and am in fact eager to do so. 
I am not willing to take my stand on 
the basis of the dregs of the former 
Christendom. 


For Wilson, the establishment of “mere 
Christendom” is not the restoration of a 
Calvinist Restorationism: “This means 
that a return to Christendom does not en- 
tail a return to Geneva, circa A.D. 1590. 
It means that we are allowed to remem- 
ber some of the things we have learned in 
the interim.... I want to live in a baptized 
civilization. That is what I mean by mere 
Christendom.” 

What Wilson envisions is, therefore, 
a long-term struggle rather than a short- 
term “battle for the ballot box”: “When it 
comes to our secular arrangements, I am 
not trying to get Christians to vote it out in 
the next election cycle. That’s not going 
to happen, and fine. What can happen, 
and what is happening, is a large number 
of people realizing that secularism is the 
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joke that fell flat. This too shall pass.” 
Wilson recognizes that progressivism, 
communism, and the rest of the dreadful 
“isms” have imposed themselves on their 
victims with cries of their “inevitability.” 
But, writing from his particular Protes- 
tant perspective, Wilson writes: 


How much more potent will it be 
when Christians understand that the 
gospel is all about world conquest 
and when they will be content with 
nothing less than world conquest? 
I know that the place where I labor 
— the Pacific Northwest — will 
one day be overwhelmingly Chris- 
tian. This will happen long after I am 
dead, and long before Jesus returns. 
This is reformational transforma- 
tion, not revolutionary zeal. 

This “conquest” will be accom- 
plished by means of God’s weak- 
ness, not man’s strength, for our 
weapons are not carnal. This thing 
will be done — and it will be done 
— in the power of the Spirit by 
means of words and water, bread 
and wine. What are we doing? We 
are besieging strongholds, and the 
citadels of unbelief will fall. Every 
sermon is another swing of the 
battering ram, every baptism is an 
engine deployed to overthrow the 


devil, and every administration of 
the Supper is an inexorable offer 
of wine for the forgiveness of the 
world and bread for the life of the 
world. And the day is coming, when 
they will receive it. 


Wilson does not argue for an “established 
church” in the sense of one that is sup- 
ported by tax revenues; but he does be- 
lieve “the Church must be established in 
the sense that the magistrate has the re- 
sponsibility to recognize her and to listen 
to her” — a view that it would be hard to 
contend would have been controversial 
throughout much of American history. 

The third book under consideration is 
The Benedict Option — A Strategy for 
Christians in a Post-Christian World, 
written by Rod Dreher, a senior editor at 
The American Conservative. Dreher was 
formerly Methodist and Roman Catholic 
before becoming Eastern Orthodox, and 
his book is nearly as eclectic as his own 
religious path. Of all three books, Dre- 
her’s is the least programmatic. In Dre- 
her’s words: 


The Benedict Option is not a tech- 
nique for reversing the losses, po- 
litical or otherwise, that Christians 
have suffered. It is not a strategy for 
turning back the clock to an imag- 
ined golden age. Still less is it a plan 
for constructing communities of the 
pure, cut off from the real world. 
To the contrary, the Benedict Op- 
tion is a call to undertaking the long 
and patient work of reclaiming the 
real world from the artifice, alien- 
ation, and atomization of modern life. 


There is a cultivated ecumenism at work 
in The Benedict Option; the book is large- 
ly built around a narrative of efforts being 
undertaken by Christians of many de- 
nominations to resist secularization and 
build Christian institutions in their local 
communities around the United States. 
In fact, Dreher seems to essentially re- 
pudiate national politics because, in his 
words: 


Today the culture war as we knew 
it is over. The so-called value voters 
— social and religious conservatives 
— have been defeated and are being 
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swept to the political margins. Moral 
issues may not be as central to our 
politics as they once were, but the 
American people remain fragment- 
ed, often bitterly, by these concerns. 
Though Donald Trump won the pres- 
idency in part with the strong support 
of Catholics and Evangelicals, the 
idea that someone as robustly vul- 
gar, fiercely combative, and morally 
compromised as Trump will be an 
avatar for the restoration of Christian 
morality and social unity is beyond 
delusional. He is not a solution to the 
problem of America’s cultural de- 
cline, but a symptom of it. 


What Dreher advocates is a deliberate 
withdrawal from national-style politics 
in favor of local endeavors: 


The Benedict Option calls for a 
radical new way of doing politics, a 
hands-on localism based on pioneer- 
ing work by Eastern bloc dissidents 
who defied Communism during 
the Cold War. A Westernized form 


of “antipolitical politics,” to use 
the term coined by Czech political 
prisoner Vaclav Havel, is the best 
way forward for Orthodox Chris- 
tians seeking practical and effective 
engagement in public life without 
losing our integrity, and indeed our 
humanity. 


Of course, many readers of THE NEw 
AMERICAN would disagree with Dreher’s 
reason and would argue that we must 
fight the good fight on multiple fronts 
— the political as well as the cultural, 
the national as well as the local — thus 
doing our duty in all things while rec- 
ognizing that results are in the hands 
of God. The emphasis of several of the 
authors on the three estates — church, 
state, and home — would be recognized 
by many readers as the context for the 
struggles of this age. 

While it is difficult to do justice to 
three books written with the depth and 
scope of the undertakings of Esolen, 
Wilson, and Dreher, a few concluding 
observations seem to be in order. In a 


sense, all three authors share a common 
analysis of the problem and certain as- 
pects of the solution. Each author grasps 
a part of the solution: The way in which 
we educate our children, the restoration 
of the local community, and the vibrant 
life of the local church are all important 
aspects of the defense and restoration of 
our civilization. None of the writers is 
programmatic — though it may be argued 
that Wilson’s efforts through the church 
he serves have provided the clearest op- 
portunity afforded to any of the authors 
to implement his understanding of the 
present plight. 

There is an opportunity posed by the 
popularity of analyses such as those of- 
fered by Esolen, Wilson, and Dreher to 
further aid those readers who have been 
stirred to action by such insightful works. 
Readers of THE NEW AMERICAN under- 
stand the nature of the present conflict, 
and the struggle that has now been under- 
taken for generations to resist the ideolo- 
gies that have afflicted our civilization. 
We have much to contribute to this ongo- 
ing war for the West. li 
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One Life to Live 


Several men risked their lives to stop 
a woman from jumping off a bridge in 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, on April 24, and the 
entire ordeal was captured in a video that 
went viral on social media. 

The video appears to have been captured 
from a police helicopter. It shows one man 
sticking his arms through a short fence and 
grabbing the arms of a woman standing on 
the side of the bridge, in an effort to stop 
her from jumping. Then, another vehicle 
pulled over and two men jumped out to 
offer their assistance. They climbed over 
the fence and stood on an incredibly thin 
ledge to lift her back to safety. 

Oklahoma’s News9 reported that the 
first man on the scene was a bicyclist, 
Steffan Anderson, who noticed the woman 
and immediately stopped to grab hold of 
her and prevent her from jumping. 

The two men who climbed over the 
fence were later identified as Clint Baird 
and Alex Jayne. 

Baird recalled, “She was hanging over 
and her feet were dangling off, and [An- 
derson] was just asking for help because 
he said he couldn’t hold her much longer.” 

Alex Jayne said he feels like it was 
God’s plan for him to be there at that mo- 
ment, adding: “I think a lot of us have been 
there before — maybe not that serious, but 
we’ve all been there.” 

News9 reported that “the woman was 
frustrated that they stopped her from 
jumping, but [Baird and Jayne] believe 
one day shell look back and be thankful 
they were there.” 

The men also say that they hope their 
story will serve as a reminder to others 
who are feeling hopeless that there are al- 
ways people who are willing to help. 


Donations by the Foot 


A family in Buffalo, New York, was in- 
spired by its own bereavement to do some- 
thing kind for a worthy cause. 

On April 24, Phoebe Kannisto and her 
six sons — 10-year-old Andre, eight-year- 
old twins Silas and Emerson, and five- 
year-old fraternal triplets Herbie, Reed, 
and Dexter — donated a total of 17 feet of 
hair to Children With Hair Loss, an orga- 
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nization that provides hair to children who 
lose it for medical reasons ranging from 
cancer treatments to burns. 

“Three years ago, my friend lost her son 
to cancer,” Kannisto told HuffPost. “He 
was a twin and very close in age to my 
twins. On the first anniversary of his pass- 
ing, my three oldest boys donated their 
hair in his memory. Since their donation 
two years ago, our lives have continued to 
be touched by cancer. It’s everywhere. My 
boys want to help, and donating their hair 
is how they do it.” 

Even more incredible is that Kannisto 
reported that her sons were badly teased 
for their long hair after they began grow- 
ing it for the donation, but were deter- 
mined to forge ahead despite the torment. 
She said that they even want to grow it 
out again to make another donation in the 
future. 

Kannisto could not be more proud of 
her sons for their generosity and bravery. 

“T love that they want to help other chil- 
dren,” she said. 

Kannisto said her sons have set a won- 
derful example for their little sister, who 
wants to participate in the next donation. 
Her hair wasn’t long enough to donate on 
April 24, she explained. “She watched in 
awe,” Kannisto recalled. “Her brothers are 
great role models.” 

Additionally, the Hizair Hair Salon was 
so motivated by the Kannisto family’s ac- 
tions that it refused to accept payment for 
the haircuts, the Huffington Post reported. 

“They insisted on donating their time 
since we were donating our hair,” Kan- 
nisto said. 

Those interested in donating their hair 
to children in need can visit Childrenwith- 
HairLoss.us for details on how to make a 
donation. 


Restoration and Honor 


Andrew Lumish of Tampa, Florida, enjoys 
his days off like every other hard-working 
American. But instead of going to the 
beach or to the movies, he scrubs and 
cleans the tombstones of local veterans, a 
task he said he prefers over anything else. 

In April, SunnySkyz.com reported that 
two years ago, Lumish decided he was 


going to make it his mission to restore 
forgotten gravestones of veterans to pay 
them homage for their contributions to our 
country. Since then, he has cleaned more 
than 300 gravestones. 

Lumish’s regular job is specialty clean- 
ing, but he never cleaned gravestones 
before undertaking this mission. CBS 
reported that he had to develop his own 
method for cleaning them. NBC News re- 
ported that Lumish soaks the monument 
with water and then coats the gravestone 
with the same product used by national 
cemeteries. With a soft-bristle brush, a 
toothbrush, and cotton swabs, he scrubs 
every detail of the stone until it is clean. 

Lumish shares his work on Facebook 
and Instagram in the hopes of inspiring 
others to consider similar work in their 
local communities. He even provides de- 
tailed instructions on his pages for how 
to restore a gravestone for those who are 
interested. 

The before-and-after pictures of his 
work are incredible. He indicated it could 
take up to four months to fully restore a 
particularly aged gravestone. 

Lumish also posts about each veteran 
whose gravestone he restores so that the 
veteran is remembered. 

Lumish shared with CBS News his in- 
spiration for this project. “They were for- 
gotten. I couldn’t properly thank them,” he 
said of the veterans. He wanted to be sure 
that visitors to the cemetery would be able 
to read their gravestones so the veterans’ 
contributions were remembered. 

“If they can’t read it at all, they can’t 
celebrate it, they can’t honor that person, 
they can’t appreciate that person,” he said. 
“Whereas if you properly restore the mon- 
uments, you can begin an entire conver- 
sation, and potentially — in a figurative 
sense — bring that person back to life.” 

According to Lumish, veterans have 
humbled him by reaching out to thank 
him for his work. “I am appreciative of 
it, but I’m unworthy of the same respect 
of someone who chooses to go the route 
to serve our country,” Lumish said. “And 
for someone to approach me, to show me 
that level of respect, it’s humbling, to say 
the least.” Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Formidable Female 


Mercy Otis Warren was a mother, not a soldier. But the pen she wielded in support of 
liberty was more powerful than many a sword. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


The people of the United States are bound together in sacred 
compact and a union of interests which ought never to be sepa- 
rated. But the confederation is recent, and their experience im- 
matured; they are, however, generally sensible ... [understand- 
ing that history demonstrates that] deception as well as violence 
have operated to the subversion of the freedom of the people. 

— Mercy Otis Warren 


World” was fired on Lexington Green, James Warren sat 

responding to a letter from John Adams on the subject of 
the rebellion of the colonies against the king. Warren’s wife was 
anxious that her assessment on the historic matter be communi- 
cated to the famous patriot. Obligingly, Mr. Warren included the 
following contribution from his wife in his letter to Adams: 


S ome seven months after the “Shot Heard ’Round the 
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She [Mrs. Warren] sits at the table with me, will have a para- 
graph of her own; says you [Congress] “should no longer 
piddle at the threshold. It is time to leap into the theatre, to 
unlock the bars, and open every gate that impedes the rise 
and growth of the American republic, and then let the giddy 
potentate send forth his puerile proclamations to France, to 
Spain and all the commercial world who may be united in 
building up an Empire which he can’t prevent. 


This is Mercy Otis Warren. Historian Lester Cohen calls her “the 
most formidable female of the 18th Century.” She was a pious 
and patriotic woman who would not be kept quiet on matters that 
would impact her family (and this war certainly would), and she 
was a historian who appreciated the historical value of a record 
of the players, principles, and progress of the American War for 
Independence. 


Faith and Fortune 

Mercy was born on September 14, 1728 to a prosperous and 
pious family. In 1630, four generations before her birth, James 
Otis arrived in America and set out immediately to establish 
a reputation as a hard-working man with a rock-ribbed devo- 
tion to his faith. These traits were passed down to his descen- 
dants, and the Otis family achieved wealth and prominence in 
Massachusetts. Mercy was steeped in this tradition and hewed 
rigidly to it. 

As achild (the third of four and the first daughter), Mercy was 
taught that her duty was to her family. She would, her mother 
taught her, one day be a mother herself and it was her duty as a 
Christian woman to raise up a generation of children who would 
worship God and obey His commandments. Mercy learned these 
lessons, and the unwavering commitment to her family became 
the rock upon which she would build her long life. 

Being a daughter, it was not necessary for Mercy to receive the 
formal education by tutors that her brothers were given. As sons, 
these young men would need to develop a fluency in the affairs 
of history — Rome and Greece — as well as a familiarity with 
mathematics, science, and logic that were the raw materials with 
which successful men from notable families would build their 
riches and their reputations. 

Mercy, a quick study when it came to the domestic arts that she 
would need to employ day in and day out as a mother, begged her 
father to let her listen in on the lectures delivered to her broth- 
ers. Her father, cognizant of his daughter’s remarkable intellect, 
permitted Mercy to audit her siblings’ schoolwork, and soon she 
was a scholar in her own right, endowed with an extraordinary and 
unusual knowledge of history and science. It was her impressive, 
albeit informal, education that would serve her well when she was 
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A woman for war: Within months of the firing of the “Shot Heard Round the World” on 
Lexington Green and Concord Bridge, Mercy Otis Warren wrote to John Adams, encouraging him 
and the other patriot leaders to “leap into the theatre” and defeat the despotic British government. 


prompted later in life to take up her pen in 
defense of virtue, reason, and liberty. 

All that was sometime in the future, 
though, and thereupon Mercy was obliged 
marry and begin inculcating the next gen- 
eration of Otises with the timeless tenets 
of Christianity and commitment to indus- 
triousness that were her family’s legacy. 

When she was 26 years old, Mercy mar- 
ried James Warren, himself the scion of 
an influential Massachusetts family whose 
ancestors arrived on the Mayflower. Their 
letters to each other conveyed their mu- 
tual love and admiration, and they raised a 
family of five sons. As with the Otises, the 
Warrens rapidly rose to the highest band 
of Massachusetts’s social spectrum and 
amassed a fortune that would be handed 
down from father to son, with an unspoken 
understanding that each generation was to 
increase the size of the estate it inherited. 

In 1772, James Warren helped organize 
the Massachusetts Committee of Corre- 
spondence, and in that same year Mercy 
began publishing plays that would propel 
her to prominence as an author and an ar- 
dent supporter of the patriot cause — the 
cause of liberty. 

Some of Mercy Otis Warren’s most 
passionate words were written in letters to 
her intimate friends, many of whom were 
leading lights of the patriot movement; 
Sam Adams, John Adams, George Wash- 
ington, Patrick Henry, and Thomas Jef- 
ferson were all correspondents of Mercy’s 
and her dear friends. 


34 


One principal player in the drama of 
American independence was more than a 
friend to Mercy. James Otis, Mercy’s fa- 
ther, was arguably the most famous law- 
yer in Massachusetts in the decade prior to 
the Battle of Lexington. He gained renown 
as the man who would defend American 
liberty against the tyranny of the Writs of 
Assistance. 

Writs of Assistance were orders permit- 
ting British government agents and sol- 
diers stationed in Boston (and throughout 
Massachusetts) to enter and search private 
buildings without a warrant, an act of des- 
potism that had been illegal since the time 
of the Magna Carta, signed some 500 years 
earlier. 

One of James Otis’ legal arguments 
against the use of the warrants was believed 
to be the first time the phrase “No taxation 
without representation” was used in the 
American colonies. This was the type of 
family the Otises were: bright, brash, and 
bound to the cause of individual liberty. 

Mercy was no exception, and she would 
soon prove to be an able and ardent author 
in her own right. 

Warren’s first target was the royal gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, Thomas Hutchin- 
son. Hutchinson’s determination to carry 
out the orders of the king and Parliament 
was unacceptable to Warren and the rest 
of the residents of Boston who would not 
tolerate having England violate the liberty 
they had enjoyed since the Pilgrims landed 
on Plymouth Rock. Citizens did not stand 


by while Hutchinson oversaw the whole- 
sale denial of basic rights, and Mercy Otis 
Warren would lay his betrayal bare in the 
lines of her play The Adulateur. 

Written in 1772, The Adulateur por- 
trayed a thinly veiled prediction of the 
coming clash between the British Empire 
and the American colonists they were op- 
pressing. The play pitted the people of an 
imaginary country against a “disagree- 
able and imperious official named Rapa- 
tio,” whom audiences easily identified as 
Hutchinson. 

“With the publication of The Adulateur, 
Mercy made her debut as the patriots’ 
secret pen, whose barbed lampoons pro- 
voked laughter and longing for liberation 
from British rule,” wrote Nancy Rubin 
Stuart in her biography of Warren, The 
Muse of the Revolution: The Secret Pen 
of Mercy Otis Warren and the Founding 
of a Nation, published in 2008. 

One need only read the first scene of 
Act I of the play to appreciate the theme 
of the theatrical piece she penned. 

In Act I, Scene 1, the character Cassius 
(whose name was no doubt chosen pur- 
posefully to put audiences in the mind of 
the men who killed Julius Caesar) declares: 


Oh! Brutus, our noble ancestors, 

Who lived for freedom, and for 
freedom died: 

Who scorned to roll in affluence, 
if that state 

Was sickened over with the dread 
name of slaves: 

Who in this desert stocked with 
beasts and men, 

Whose untamed souls breathed 
naught but slaughter — 

Grasped at freedom, and they 
nobly won it; 

Then smiled and died contented. 
Should these heroes 

Start from their tombs and view 
their dear possessions, 

The price of so much labor, cost 
and blood, 

Gods! What a pang it would cost 
them; yes, they’d weep, 

Nor weep in vain. That good old 
spirit, 

Which warmed them once, would 
rouse to noble actions 

E’re they would cringe they’d 
bathe their swords in blood; 
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In heaps they’d fall, and on the pile 
of freedom, 

Expire like heroes or they’d save 
their country. 


Popularity and the applause of adoring 
fans, however, was not what motivated 
Mercy. No, she was a woman for whom 
writing was not a means of attracting at- 
tention to herself, but of starting brushfires 
of liberty that would drive the despots and 
their soldiers from her native soil. 

As Patrick Henry was in Virginia warn- 
ing his colleagues at the Second Virginia 
Convention that “the war is actually begun! 
The next gale that sweeps from the north 
will bring to our ears the clash of resound- 
ing arms! Our brethren are already in the 
field!” Mercy Otis Warren was describing 
the imminent hostilities in a way that was 
feminine and fearless, stoic and strident. 

“America stands armed with 
resolution and virtue; but she still 
recoils at the idea of drawing the 
sword against the nation from 
whom she derived her origin. Yet, 
Britain, like an unnatural parent, 
is ready to plunge her dagger into 
the bosom of her affectionate off- 
spring,” she wrote in 1775. 

Mercy’s reluctance to run the 
British through with the sword 
should not be interpreted as hesi- 
tation, fear, or fecklessness. She 
knew that once the bullets began 
flying, her own family could be 
required to shed their blood in 
the struggle to restore self-gov- 
ernment to America. 

Two major motifs in Mercy’s 
plays were battle and the role of 
women. In her next play, The La- 
dies of Castile, Mercy used the 
story of the 16th-century Spanish 
Emperor Charles V as an analogy 
of the monarchical tyranny of her 
own time. 

In Act II, Scene 1 of the 
play, Donna Maria, the wife of 
a general in the imperial Span- 
ish army, proudly proclaims the 
role of women in protecting the 
people from the ravages of tyran- 
nical rule: 


Though weak compassion 
sinks the female mind, 
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The Adulateur portrayed a thinly veiled prediction of the coming 
clash between the British Empire and the American colonists they 


were oppressing. The play pitted the people of an imaginary country 


against a disagreeable and imperious official named Rapatio.” 


And our frail sex dissolve in pity’s 
tears; 

Yet justice’ sword can never be 
resheath’d, 

°Till Charles is taught to know we 
will be free; 

And learns the duty that a monarch 


owes, 

To heaven — the people — and the 
rights of man. 

Let him restore the liberties of 
Spain — 


Same station and ideals: Mercy Otis married James Warren, the 
scion of an influential Massachusetts family whose ancestors arrived 
on the Mayflower. Theirs was a happy marriage, committed to the 
cause of restoring self-government to the American colonies. 


Dismiss the robbers that arrest his 
ear — 

Those pension’d plunderers that 
rudely seize 

What nature gave, and what our 
fathers won. 


Note how here, too, Mercy invokes im- 
ages of swords, blood, and the loss of the 
legacy of liberty as means of marshaling 
mothers to the ranks of those who must 
train their children to throw off the chains 
of slavery being forged by the 
forces of an out-of-control mon- 
arch, bent on destroying the 
peace and prosperity handed 
down to them by their virtuous 
and pious forefathers. 

In 1783, the Treaty of Paris 
ended the hostilities between the 
United States and Great Britain. 
The United States would now go 
forward as a union of 13 repub- 
lics, republics that would require 
some sort of constitution suffi- 
cient to cement the confederacy 
that held them together during 
the War for Independence. 

As is remembered by most 
students of American history, the 
first attempt to create a constitu- 
tion for the former colonies was 
the Articles of Confederation. 
The Articles established a “firm 
league of friendship” among the 
several sovereign states. In time, 
the bonds created by this agree- 
ment began to break down under 
the strain of maintaining financial 
stability and military strength. 

While the Articles could have 
been amended to answer the exi- 
gencies of the union, influential 
men pushed for a new constitu- 
tion that would feature a more 
dynamic and powerful central 
authority. A convention to that 
end occurred in Philadelphia in 
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Mercys reluctance to run the British through with the sword should 
not be interpreted as hesitation, fear, or fecklessness. She knew that 


once the bullets began flying, her own family could be required to 


shed their blood in the struggle to restore self-government. 


1787, and the resulting charter was sent to 
the states for their consideration. 

Mercy Otis Warren was opposed to the 
proposed Constitution. She found in the 
articles of that agreement a general gov- 
ernment that would consume the liber- 
ties of the people, liberties that were only 
recently reclaimed from Great Britain at 
great cost. 

Although not unaware of the weak- 
nesses of the Articles, Mercy worried 
that the Constitution that came out of the 
convention in Philadelphia went too far 
away from state sovereignty and toward 
consolidated government. “Our situation 
is truly delicate and critical,” she wrote to 
a friend in September 1787. “On the one 
hand, we stand in need of a strong fed- 
eral government, founded on principles 


Protective person: Mercy Otis 
Warren was the mother of five 
sons. She was determined that 
her children and her children’s 
children would inherit a country 
free from tyranny. She has been 
called the “most formidable female 
of the 18th century,” and was an 
ardent opponent of the Constitution 
of 1787 and advocate of state 
sovereignty. 


that will support the prosperity and union 
of the Colonies,” she continued. “On the 
other, we have struggled for liberty and 
made costly sacrifices at her shrine and 
there are still many among us who revere 
her name too much to relinquish, beyond 
a certain medium, the rights of man for the 
dignity of government.” 

As the ratification process progressed, 
Warren found herself philosophically 
aligned with those opposed to acceptance 
of the Constitution written in Philadelphia, 
the “Anti-Federalists.” 

In February 1788, using the pen name 
“A Columbian Patriot,” Warren set out 
the views of the “old patriots” in an essay 
aimed at exposing the extreme threat to 
state sovereignty and individual liberty 
that she saw lurking within the vagaries 


of the Constitution. This booklet, called 
“Observations on the New Constitution, 
and on the Federal and State Conven- 
tions,” featured a full-throated defense of 
local government, state supremacy, and 
the rights of all men to consent to the gov- 
ernment purporting to rule over them. 

True to form, Mercy wove the famil- 
iar threads of swords, blood, family, and 
sacrifice into her tapestry illustrating the 
threats to the spirit of republicanism that 
would be released upon Americans if the 
proposed Constitution were approved by 
the states: 


On these shores freedom has planted 
her standard, dipped in the purple 
tide that flowed from the veins of 
her martyred heroes; and here every 
uncorrupted American yet hopes to 
see it supported by the vigour, the 
justice, the wisdom and unanimity 
of the people, in spite of the deep- 
laid plots, the secret intrigues, or the 
bold effrontery of those interested 
and avaricious adventurers for place, 
who intoxicated with the ideas of 
distinction and preferment have pros- 
trated every worthy principle beneath 
the shrine of ambition. Yet these are 
the men who tell us republicanism is 
dwindled into theory — that we are 
incapable of enjoying our liberties 
— and that we must have a master. 
— Let us retrospect the days of our 
adversity, and recollect who were 
then our friends; do we find them 
among the sticklers for aristocratick 
[sic] authority? No, they were gener- 
ally the same men who now wish to 
save us from the distractions of an- 
archy on the one hand, and the jaws 
of tyranny on the other; where then 
were the class who now come forth 
importunately urging that our politi- 
cal salvation depends on the adoption 
of a system at which freedom spurns? 
— Were not some of them hidden in 
the corners of obscurity, and others 
wrapping themselves in the bosom 
of our enemies for safety? Some of 
them were in the arms of infancy; 
and others speculating for fortune, by 
sporting with public money; while a 
few, a very few of them were mag- 
nanimously defending their country, 
and raising a character, which I pray 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ JUNE 19, 2017 


heaven may never be sullied by aid- 
ing measures derogatory to their for- 
mer exertions. 


Then, turning to the tales of ancient his- 
tory she’d learned by listening to the les- 
sons given to her older brothers back in 
the days of her youth, Mercy used the 
personalities and events of antiquity as 
a means of making her readers aware of 
what could await them should they find 
themselves governed by the system estab- 
lished in the Constitution of 1787. “Self 
defense is a primary law of nature, which 
no subsequent law of society can abolish; 
this primeval principle, the immediate 
gift of the Creator, obliges every one to 
remonstrate against the strides of ambi- 
tion, and a wanton lust of domination, 
and to resist the first approaches of tyr- 
anny, which at this day threaten to sweep 
away the rights for which the brave Sons 
of America have fought with an heroism 
scarcely paralleled even in ancient repub- 
licks [sic],” she explained, comparing her 
contemporaries favorably to the heroes of 
Rome and Greece. 

After enumerating 19 aspects of the 
proposed Constitution that would “un- 
dermine the barriers of freedom,” Warren 
rehearsed the recent history of America 
and how accession to a new central au- 
thority possessed of immense political 
power would obliterate all the hard-won 
obstacles to autocracy built by the heroes 
of the revolution. She writes: 


America has, in many instances, re- 
sembled the conduct of a restless, 
vigorous, luxurious youth, premature 
emancipated from the authority of a 
parent, but without the experience 
necessary to direct him to act with 
dignity or discretion. Thus we have 
seen her break the shackles of foreign 
dominion, and all the blessings of 
peace restored on the more honour- 
able terms: She acquired the liberty 
of framing her own laws, choosing 
her own magistrates, and adopting 
manners and modes of government 
the most favourable to the freedom 
and happiness of society. But how lLit- 
tle have we availed ourselves of these 
superior advantages: The glorious 
fabric of liberty successfully reared 
with so much labor and assiduity tot- 
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ters to the foundation, and may be 
blown away as the bubble of fancy 
by the rude breath of military combi- 
nations, and politicians of yesterday. 


Of course, despite the passion poured out 
of her pen, Mercy Otis Warren found her- 
self on the losing side of the ratification 
debate. All was not lost, though, as her 
call for a “bill of rights to guard against 
the dangerous encroachments of power” 
contributed to the convincing of James 
Madison to push for the same as a repre- 
sentative at the First Congress convened 
under the Constitution. 

Finally, Mercy Otis Warren’s friend- 
ship with John Adams would be frayed 
when her old pen pal was elected to suc- 
ceed George Washington as president of 
the United States. After Adams signed the 
Alien and Sedition Acts into law and after 
Adams left the White House, Warren sent 
him a very frank review of why he was not 
reelected to a second term: 


On your return from Europe it was 
generally thought that you looked 
coldly on your republican friends and 
their families, and that you united 
yourself with the party in Congress 
who were favorers of Monarchy; 
— that the old tories denominat- 
ing themselves federalists gathered 
round you, — and did not your Ad- 
ministration while in the Presiden- 
tial Chair evince, that you had no 


aversion to the usages of Monarchic 
Governments? — Sedition, Stamp, 
and Alien Laws — a standing Army, 
House and Land Taxes, and loans of 
money at an enormous interest, were 
alarming symptoms in the American 
Republic — removal from the Chair 
by the free suffrages of a majority of 
the people of the United States, suf- 
ficiently evinces that I was not mis- 
taken when I asserted that a “large 
portion” of the inhabitants of Ameri- 
ca from New Hampshire to Georgia, 
viewed your political opinions in the 
same point of light in which I have 
exhibited them, and considered their 
liberties in imminent danger without 
an immediate change of the Chief 
Magistrate. 


Fiercely loyal to principles of virtue, vig- 
ilance, and the cause of American liberty 
to the end of her life, Mercy Otis Warren 
took up her pen and in 1805 published the 
first major survey of the critical events 
of the years 1765 to 1789. The work, her 
last, entitled History of the Rise, Prog- 
ress and Termination of the American 
Revolution, was as popular as any of the 
other pieces in her impressive oeuvre — 
President Thomas Jefferson reportedly 
ordered a copy of the book for himself 
and one for each of the members of his 
Cabinet — and would be a fitting coda to 
her lifelong commitment to family, faith, 
and freedom. 
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Intruder Wearing 
Only Underwear 


Terrorizes Family 


The NBC affiliate in Houston, KPRC, re- 
ported on May 18 out of Harris County, 
Texas, about an intruder who broke in to 
a family’s house wearing only his under- 
wear. The house was occupied by a fam- 
ily of seven, which included three gen- 
erations, with the youngest ranging in age 
from five to 10. The incident occurred at 
2 a.m., when an intruder kicked in a glass 
front door to the house. The deranged 
suspect ran into the house, where he was 
confronted by the 53-year-old grandfa- 
ther. The suspect punched the grandfather 
in his face and then punched the 53-year- 
old grandmother in her face, as well. A 
25-year-old son came running to the aid of 
his parents but also ended up being physi- 
cally attacked by the demented intruder. 
As the son scuffled with the intruder, he 
realized that his punches were having no 
effect on the burglar, who the son assumed 
was high on some type of illegal narcotics. 
A violent struggle ensued, during which 
the suspect threw a TV set at the son. 

A son-in-law was in a nearby bedroom 
with his three young sons at the time of 
the fight. When he heard the commotion, 
he grabbed his gun and went to investi- 
gate. He fired a warning shot into the air to 
scare off the underwear-clad suspect, but 
it didn’t work. The dangerous man contin- 
ued to advance. 

The son-in-law was left with no choice, 
and so he fired his gun again, hitting the 
intruder twice in the chest. The wounded at- 
tacker stumbled backward and collapsed to 
the floor, where his lifeless body was soon 
discovered by authorities. Naarai Olbera, a 
daughter of the husband and wife who were 
beaten, stated, “We are a Christian family. 
We don’t believe in killing anybody.... But 
we had to do what we had to do to protect 
our family and to protect our little kids.” 
Olbera also told KPRC that her father is a 
pastor who turned his garage into a church, 
and he often has people over for services. 
Olbera expressed regret that the man died, 
but she was grateful that he wasn’t armed 
and that no one else was seriously injured. 
“T’m glad it turned out this way. I’m glad 
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he didn’t have a gun with him. It could’ve 
been even worse.” 


Armed Self-defense 
Requires Training 


KTVE out of El Dorado, Arkansas, report- 
ed on May 15 a news story that contained 
some sage advice for gun owners, based 
on a shooting that occurred in Swartz, 
Louisiana, where a 32-year-old woman 
broke in to a house and threatened the oc- 
cupants. In what police are describing as a 
“burglary attempt,” the woman was fatally 
shot by a homeowner. 

NBC 10 News reported on the shooting 
and interviewed Hunter Simmons, who 
was described as a “gun expert.” Simmons 
stressed the importance of gun owners 
having the proper training so that they are 
prepared to effectively defend themselves 
if the need arises: “If you do get a gun and 
defend your home we just hope that you 
go and get some training. Getting a gun 
and throwing it on the side of the bed is 
not a real good practice. You want to make 
sure you have some training with the fire- 
arm, know how to use it, know the laws.” 

Gary Aycock from the assistant district 
attorney’s office told NBC 10 News that 
the case in Louisiana will go before a 
grand jury, but the details of the shooting 
appear to show that the elderly homeowner 
fired the weapon in fear for his life. “It is 
alleged that the person that was killed had 
charged the elderly man, refused to leave 
and charged at him. There had been some 
comment made relative to being marked 
for death or something of that nature, and 
this gentleman believed, or at least report- 
ed to believe that his life was in danger.” 


Intruder Has His Seven- 
year-old Son Wait in Car 


A sickening and tragic story out of San An- 
tonio, Texas, involved a home intruder who 
broke in to a house while his seven-year- 
old son waited in a car parked outside. 
Investigators are still piecing together 
all the details, but KSAT reported on May 
12 about a man police say brought his son 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT. 


along with him for a planned burglary. 
Law enforcement believes the father first 
instructed his son to climb into the back 
seat of an unlocked car that was parked 
outside the house. With his son in the back 
seat of the car, the suspect then went to 
break in to the home. The burglar attempt- 
ed to break in through a bedroom window, 
but the homeowner, a woman, was alerted 
to the burglary in progress and retrieved a 
firearm. The female occupant confronted 
the man in the midst of entering the house 
and fired at him, hitting him at least once, 
fatally wounding the suspect. Police were 
soon called to the scene, where they en- 
countered the injured suspect, as well as 
the young child waiting in the car. Para- 
medics transported the wounded suspect 
to a nearby medical facility, but the man 
was pronounced dead by the coroner. 

The neighbors were shocked by what 
occurred, and Emily Myerly, who lives 
nearby, told KSAT that the details of the 
shooting were scary: “I feel pretty bad for 
the child. That’s going to be something 
that scars him for life. It made me sick to 
hear that, might have even seen it happen.” 
Myerly added that crime had become an 
issue in the town and that she and her fam- 
ily had considered moving. ““We’ve been 
wanting to move from this side of town, 
but, you know, it’s expensive to move.” 
She was shocked that the home was even 
targeted for a burglary since the home- 
owners advertised that they were armed: 
“They had a sign saying that they had guns 
in the house. I don’t know if it was up 
when the guy went in there, but you think 
that would deter him, but apparently not.” 

Stephanie Zucha has lived in the area 
for seven years and spoke positively of the 
community, but was unsettled by what hap- 
pened. “It’s scary, because I have three kids. 
So that’s like really scary someone breaking 
into someone’s house,” she told KSAT. 

One common reaction from all who 
heard about the incident was an expres- 
sion of concern over the well-being of the 
young child who was brought to the house 
by his burglar-father. “We’re gonna get 
help for him,” San Antonio Police Chief 
William McManus told the online San An- 
tonio Express-News. ll 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Montana Congressman 
vs. Fake News 
Guardian and MSM 


ITEM: “The angry forces that propelled 
President Trump's rise are beginning to 
frame and define the rest of the Republican 
Party,” Washington Post writers Karen Tu- 
multy and Robert Costa opined for the Post 
on May 26, 2017. The Post duo continued: 
“When GOP House candidate Greg Gian- 
forte assaulted a reporter who had attempt- 
ed to ask him a question Wednesday night 
in Montana, many saw not an isolated 
outburst by an individual, but the obvious, 
violent result of Trump's charge that jour- 
nalists are ‘the enemy of the people.’ None- 
theless, Gianforte won Thursdays special 
election to fill a safe Republican seat.” 
ITEM: “Republican Greg Gianforte ‘body 
slams’ Guardian reporter in Montana.” So 
ran the headline on May 24, 2017 of The 
Guardian, a left-wing British newspaper/ 
website, and one of the U.K. 8 largest circu- 
lation dailies. The following day, the Guard- 
ian came back with another article entitled: 
“Republican candidate charged with as- 
sault after ‘body-slamming’ Guardian re- 
porter.” The Guardian story then stated: 


The Republican candidate for Mon- 
tana’ congressional seat has been 
charged with misdemeanor assault 
after he is alleged to have slammed 
a Guardian reporter to the floor on 
the eve of the state s special election, 
breaking his glasses and shouting: 
“Get the hell out of here.” 


ITEM: A Newsweek/Reuters story datelined 
May 24 and carried on Yahoo!News the 
same day ran under the headline: “Broken 
Glasses and a Body Slam: Montana’ Greg 
Gianforte and What Really Happened With 
Guardian Reporter Ben Jacobs.” 

CORRECTION: First, some important back- 
ground and context for the “body slam” 
that was heard ’round the world. The bat- 
tle for Montana’s at-large congressional 
seat might have been off the radar screens 
of most Americans, but the special elec- 
tion on May 25 between Republican Greg 
Gianforte and Democrat Rob Quist was 
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Body-slammed by media: Greg Gianforte and his wife, Susan, hold up their hands in celebration 
of his congressional race victory on May 25 in Bozeman, Montana. 


not going unnoticed by “progressives” 
worldwide. Indeed, The Guardian, the 
hard-left champion of Britain’s establish- 
ment press, tasked several reporters and 
cameramen to dog Gianforte as he criss- 
crossed the sparsely populated Big Sky 
Country in the election day run-up. The 
election had been called to fill the seat 
of Representative Ryan Zinke, who had 
accepted the position of secretary of the 
interior in the new Trump administration. 
Gianforte, a tech entrepreneur, and Quist, 
a folk singer, held diametrically opposed 
positions on key issues of interest to Mon- 
tana voters. Although Donald Trump de- 
feated Hillary Clinton in Montana by 21 
points, Gianforte, who had run for gover- 
nor in November, lost to Democrat incum- 
bent Steve Bullock. Apparently sensing 
vulnerability, The Guardian and its pro- 
Hillary/pro-Bernie/anti-Trump MSM al- 
lies piled on the Gianforte-Quist race, with 
many proclaiming that an expected Quist 
victory would provide a hopeful portent 
of more Democratic victories in the 2018 
congressional elections and signal the be- 
ginning of the downfall of “Trumpism.” 
Quist, a Democrat who supported Bernie 
Sanders for president and brought Sanders 
into Montana to campaign for him for the 
House seat, embraces the usual “progres- 
sive” agenda: abortion, global-warming 
alarmism, “renewable” energy (solar 


and wind), sanctuary cities, acceptance 
of more Muslim “refugees,” ObamaCare 
(and even “single-payer” socialized medi- 
cine), legalized recreational marijuana, 
opposition to oil and gas drilling, gun 
control (favoring firearm registration and 
banning of “assault-style weapons”), and 
Obama-style executive orders locking up 
“public lands.” A great deal was at stake, 
making the “body slam” charge, which 
went viral just hours before the polls 
opened, a strategically critical issue that 
could have tipped the outcome in the di- 
rection that The Guardian and the rest of 
the Fake News media desired. 

Let’s examine first what happened, or 
allegedly happened, in the “body slam” 
incident. Unfortunately, we do not have a 
definitive account, because, at this time, it 
is still under police investigation, there ap- 
pears to be no video of the incident, and 
some of the witnesses who initially backed 
up the account given by Ben Jacobs, The 
Guardian reporter, subsequently walked 
back their stories. It is important to note 
that, as indicated by some of the stories 
mentioned above, the MSM herd ran with 
the “body slam” story immediately, includ- 
ing thousands of times without the quota- 
tion marks or the usual “alleged” qualifier. 

Dictionary.com defines “body slam” 
as “a wrestling throw in which an oppo- 
nent is lifted and hurled to the mat, land- 
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ing on his or her back.” But is that what 
happened in the Gianforte-Jacobs kerfuf- 
fle, or was The Guardian reporter wildly 
exaggerating — or worse, intentionally 
provoking an incident and then lying 
about what really happened? 

Jacobs captured an audio recording of 
the event, in which he can be heard pressing 
Gianforte about the American Health Care 
Act (AHCA), the Republican repeal-and- 
replace alternative to ObamaCare. Then 
there is a loud crash, and Gianforte can be 
heard shouting, “I’m sick and tired of you 
guys. The last time you came in here you 
did the same thing. Get the hell out of here.” 
Jacobs can be heard saying, “You just body 
slammed me and broke my glasses.” 

Jacobs then began a non-stop hero tour 
of MSM interviews, beginning with one 
from the ambulance, where he displayed 
his broken glasses as evidence of the sup- 
posedly harrowing ordeal. The ambulance 
ride may have been for dramatic effect, 
since he showed no signs of physical harm 
and said in interviews that he had no con- 
firmed injuries. 

Shane Scanlon, a spokesman for Greg 
Gianforte, offered a different take on the 
altercation, saying in a press statement: 
“Tonight, as Greg was giving a separate 
interview in a private office, The Guard- 
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Ever leftward: According to KGB defector Oleg Gordievsky, “The KGB loved The Guardian,” 


ian’s Ben Jacobs entered the office with- 
out permission, aggressively shoved a re- 
corder in Greg’s face, and began asking 
badgering questions. Jacobs was asked 
to leave. After asking Jacobs to lower the 
recorder, Jacobs declined. Greg then at- 
tempted to grab the phone that was pushed 
in his face. Jacobs grabbed Greg’s wrist, 
and spun away from Greg, pushing them 
both to the ground. It’s unfortunate that 
this aggressive behavior from a liberal 
journalist created this scene at our cam- 
paign volunteer BBQ.” 

The Scanlon/Gianforte version of the 
confrontation was immediately denounced, 
almost universally, by the media as a case of 
an aggressor blaming his victim, and an ex- 
ample of the violence against reporters un- 
leashed by President Trump’s declaration of 
war against the “Fake News” media. How- 
ever, before rejecting the Scanlon/Gianforte 
account and embracing Jacobs’ claims, basic 
Journalism 101 requires us to consider the 
source. Gianforte, the aspiring politician, 
has an interest in spinning the story to his 
favor. But are Ben Jacobs and The Guardian 
free of the same interests? Are they purely 
driven by the search for truth? Hardly. Were 
they out to “get” Gianforte from the get-go 
and bring him down? It sure looks that way 
(bear with us). Did they intend all along to 


Britain’s premier leftist newspaper and communist propaganda organ. 
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provoke Gianforte into making outbursts 
they could use against him, and when that 
failed, step up their game to provoking, or 
actually creating, a physical altercation? 
Those are not far-out speculations. 

Again, consider the source. The Guard- 
ian, which has been around for nearly two 
centuries, has been, for at least most of 
the past century, allied politically and so- 
cially with the far-Left: British Communist 
Party, Fabian Socialists, Socialist Interna- 
tional, Labour Party, KGB. KGB? Yes, that 
KGB, the secret police/disinformation-spy 
network of the Soviet Union. Richard W. 
Gott, a reporter and editor for The Guard- 
ian for over 30 years (and a boon com- 
panion of communist revolutionary Che 
Guevara) was exposed in 1994 as a paid 
KGB “agent of influence.” The exposure 
came from KGB defector Oleg Gordievsky. 
After initially denying the charge, Gott re- 
signed from The Guardian and admitted he 
had taken payment, which he referred to as 
“red gold,” from Soviet Russia. 

According to Gordievsky, Gott was not 
the only Guardianista assisting Soviet intel- 
ligence. “The KGB loved the Guardian,” 
he said. “It was deemed highly suscep- 
tible to penetration.” Seumas Milne, Gott’s 
friend and colleague, who defended Gott 
and said the KGB charges were “absurd,” 
worked as a columnist and editor at The 
Guardian from 1981-2015, when he left 
to be spokesman for the Labour Party’s 
socialist leader, Jeremy Corbyn. Although 
Milne was not publicly identified as a KGB 
agent, he began his “journalistic” career 
as a writer for Straight Left, a notorious 
Stalinist publication of the Communist 
Party of Great Britain. Milne, like so many 
other writers and editors at The Guardian, 
praised and defended communist dictators 
and dependably supported an agenda that 
always promoted endowing the state with 
ever more power and control over the lives 
and livelihoods of the people. 

Here are just a few more tidbits that indi- 
cate the hard-left tilt of The Guardian and 
its lack of objectivity as a media platform: 

¢ Following the U.S. presidential elec- 
tion last November, Guardian feature 
writer Monisha Rajesh called for Presi- 
dent Trump’s assassination; 
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No body slam: Gallatin County Sheriff Brian Gootkin answers questions during a press 
conference on May 25, 2017, explaining he had charged Gianforte with a misdemeanor, not 
felony assault. 


¢ In 2012, James Garvey wrote a Guard- 
ian column justifying the illegal and im- 
moral actions of disgraced “climate scien- 
tist” Dr. Peter Gleick. Garvey, like Gleick, 
is a global-warming fanatic, so he ration- 
alized that Gleick’s theft of documents 
from the conservative Heartland Insti- 
tute, altering of those documents to make 
Heartland look bad, posting them on the 
Internet, and then lying about it was OK. 
“TIsn’t his lie justified by the good that it 
does?” Garvey asked. 

* Guardian writer John Harris has re- 
buked liberals who snicker at “advocates 
for a single world government,” claiming 
the “Earth doesn’t seem entirely safe in the 
hands of the rest of us.” Says Harris: “At 
times I despair that the only order of things 
that might actually save the planet from 
environmental degradation is a global eco- 
dictatorship.” 

* Guardian reporters, columnists, and 
editors have been among the most ob- 
sessed activists for draconian global con- 
trols to combat the non-crisis of climate 
change, labeling those who disagree with 
them as “climate deniers” and advocating 
punitive actions against them. 

* Guardian reporters, columnists, and 
editors have been ardently sympathetic 
to violent demonstrators and rioters of 
the Occupy Wall Street and Black Lives 
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Matter movements, as well as the similarly 
violent “antifacist” Black Shirts rioting 
against President Trump. 

When we look at The Guardian game 
plan in covering the Gianforte-Quist race, 
it does not take any straining to see that the 
Gianforte-Jacobs dust-up may have been a 
last desperate attempt by the extreme ideo- 
logues at the British paper to create pre- 
cisely the incident that they could exploit 
in precisely the way they did exploit it. 

Any objective reader can quickly detect 
that the articles in the Guardian series on 
the race are pro-Quist/anti-Gianforte. And 
not only the articles, but the accompanying 
video pieces as well. On May 23, two days 
before the special election, The Guardian 
ran a video hit-piece on the Gianforte vot- 
ers entitled “Trump diehards stay loyal in 
Montana’s ‘white man’s country.’” The 
title, obviously, is aimed at reinforcing the 
left-wing media narrative that conserva- 
tives are inherently racist and Trump sup- 
porters are especially racist. Nowhere in the 
video does any Montana Trump supporter 
who is interviewed make the statement 
that the state is “white man’s country.” 
Enter Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
Commissioner Ron Moody, an anti-Trump 
Democrat and environmental zealot. 

In the video, Guardian reporter Paul 
Lewis goes to Ron Moody’s home for a sit- 


down interview. Lewis asks why it is that 
Trump’s supporters are so loyal. Because, 
says Moody deprecatingly, “this is white 
man’s country.” 

One day after The Guardian posted 
Lewis’ “white man’s country” video, his 
colleague Ben Jacobs scored his now- 
famous “body slam” coup. The facts do 
seem to bear out Shane Scanlon’s claim 
that Jacobs had intruded into a private of- 
fice area. Jacobs and other reporters for 
The Guardian, Vox, and other liberal-left 
media organizations appear to have been 
pushing the limits for weeks, butting into 
events, demanding that Gianforte answer 
their questions. He was under no obligation 
to cater to their wishes, especially since it 
appeared that every time he did they simply 
used the opportunity to slam him. 

Let’s be clear, getting slammed by the 
media (a regular occurrence for conserva- 
tives, Christians, pro-lifers, etc.) gives no 
one the right to “body slam” a reporter, 
even if that reporter is obnoxious. But we 
can safely assume that Ben Jacobs was not 
“body slammed,” and beyond that we do not 
know. Did Gianforte blow a gasket and go 
beyond what he should have done? Prob- 
ably. Did he simply try to grab the recorder, 
as the press statement said, and Jacobs’ 
grabbing of his wrist resulted in a tussle? 
Did they lose balance and fall, or did Jacobs 
pull him down? Was this a “stunt,” as taught 
in anarchist and communist “direct action” 
training to create “propaganda of the deed?” 

Following his victory over Quist, Gian- 
forte made a public apology for his alter- 
cation with Jacobs. “When you make a 
mistake, you have to own up to it,” he said. 
“That’s the Montana way. Last night I made 
a mistake, and I took an action that I can’t 
take back. I’m not proud of what happened.” 

“T should not have treated that reporter 
that way, and for that I’m sorry, Mr. Ben 
Jacobs,” he continued. “That’s not the per- 
son I am and it’s not the way I’Il lead in 
this state.” 

That should be the end of the incident, 
but we know that won’t be the case. It will 
continue to be cited as evidence of intol- 
erance, incivility, racism, etc., of all who 
oppose the “progressive” agenda. i 

— WILLIAM F. JASPER 
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Trump, Globalism, and Nationalism 


a nationalist or an in- 

ternationalist? Is he the 
“America First” champion he 
campaigned as, or yet another 
White House globalist? Many 
of us had hoped that the in- 
credible avalanche of attacks 
on him — by the globalists in 
both the Republican and Dem- 
ocratic parties, by the street 
radicals, by Wall Street, and 
by the establishment media — 
were a signal that he is the real 
deal, a flawed but genuine out- 
sider who just might throw a 
few roadblocks onto the super- 
highway leading to the New 
World Order. However, there 
is the growing sickening feeling that Trump is generally steering us 
on the same globalist path, albeit with notable bumps, twists, and 
turns. Certainly we have acknowledged, in these pages and online, 
the many steps he has taken in the right direction on such critical 
issues as immigration, regulation, NAFTA, TPP, public lands, and 
the Paris accord. Give credit where credit is due. 

The fact that President Trump is still being attacked by the 
organized one-worlders would seem to be a mark in his favor. 
One of the latest hit pieces on him comes in Foreign Affairs, the 
journal of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), and is en- 
titled “Nationalism Makes for Bad Foreign Policy: What Trump 
Gets Wrong.” The author, Professor Ronald R. Krebs, avers that 
Trump’s nationalist vision “pictures a world that was once the 
United States’ sandbox, whose contents America could, and did, 
mold and remold at its pleasure. And it dreams that an America 
restored to its rightful greatness will inspire such respect again. 
Such nostalgia is not only wrong, it is also deeply dangerous.” 

Aside from the fact that the Krebs/CFR attack piece presents 
a caricature of nationalism as blind chauvinism, it also provides 
cover for the fact that Trump has appointed a whole bevy of 
CFR globalists to his administration. And these Pratt House 
regulars are transforming Trump administration policies — both 
foreign and domestic — to bring them more into conformity 
with the one-world vision. As we have noted previously, the 
initial appointment of denizens from Goldman Sachs and the 
CFR to high posts in the new administration was a bad sign. 
As we write, the annual Bilderberg Meeting is beginning (June 
1-4). This year’s venue for the secret meeting of world insiders 
is Chantilly, Virginia. As usual, the controlled “prestige press” 
is treating concerns about the gathering as “conspiracy theory.” 

What informed Americans will find troubling is that Presi- 
dent Trump is continuing the tradition of past administrations 
of sending representatives to participate in this globalist cabal. 


I s President Donald Trump 
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According to the official 
Bilderberg website, Trump 
administration participants 
will include Wilbur Ross, 
secretary of commerce; H.R. 
McMaster (CFR), national 
security advisor; and Nadia 
Schadlow (CFR), deputy as- 
sistant to the president, na- 
tional security council. 

The Bilderberg gathering 
occurs on the heels of Presi- 
dent Trump’s maiden voyage 
abroad as head of state. Al- 
though he was roundly criti- 
cized by the globalist set for a 
multitude of things he said and 
did in Europe and the Middle 
East, he has, unfortunately, put 
his ratifying touch on much of the globalist agenda. While making 
critical statements about NATO, for instance, he has assured Eu- 
ropean leaders that the United States will continue to be a faithful 
NATO partner. And while in Saudi Arabia, he even launched an 
enhanced partnership with Arab states that is being hailed as an 
“Arab NATO.” This is putting us further into bed with Muslim 
regimes that are not only funding the spread of Islamic extrem- 
ism throughout the world, but funding ISIS and al-Qaeda as well. 
It also puts us directly in support of Sunni Islam in the violent, 
centuries-old Sunni vs. Shia conflict. And of course, this comes 
only two months after President Trump launched a war in Syria 
— without a declaration of war from Congress, as required in 
that pesky old manuscript called the U.S. Constitution (which he 
did, after all, take a solemn oath to uphold). That action won him 
the praise of some of his erstwhile harshest critics. Senator Lind- 
sey Graham, the perpetual war hawk, said he was “encouraged” 
by the attack on Syria. CNN host Fareed Zakaria (CFR), who 
had been relentlessly slamming Trump for months, expressed 
sudden admiration, declaring that “Trump became president” 
by reversing himself and launching war against Syria. Zakaria 
praised Trump for “following global norms” and talking about 
“international rules, about America’s role in enforcing justice in 
the world.” Zakaria, Graham, and other inveterate international- 
ists have expressed approval that Trump is “growing” in office, 
which means that, from their perspective, he is moving in the 
globalist direction. 

Of particular concern is Trump’s offer to “renegotiate” 
NAFTA and TPP, with globalist Robert Lighthizer (CFR) as his 
trade representative. He has likewise proposed a renegotiated 
UN climate accord. If President Trump is really serious about 
fighting the globalist agenda, he will get behind the American 
Sovereignty Restoration Act, H.R. 193, to cut off our funding to 
the UN and get the UN out of the United States. Mi 
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REDISCOVER... 


EXPERIENCE, REAL FOOD, SELECTION, ORGANIC, LOCAL, 
SPECTALTY, SAVINGS & MORE 


We are celebrating 45 years in business! 


Our family is grateful for the opportunity to continue to serve your family. 

Clark’s carries one of the largest selections of supplements in the Inland Empire. We also 
carry a variety of local and organic produce and a full grocery department, including 
gluten-free options, grass-fed beef, and organic chicken, as well as vegetarian, vegan, and 
raw foods. We strive to provide you with a wide variety of products and services, and 
always offer demos and sampling! 


We also carry “SUZANNE Organics” Cosmetics & Skincare Collection as an exclusive 
retail partner with actress Suzanne Somers, and provide customer makeovers from our 
make-up artists. 


“Lam thrilled to partner with the 
good people at Clarks as an 
exclusive retail partner for my 
certified organic and toxic free 
cosmetics and skincare collection.” 
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www.clarksnutrition.com 
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CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


